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To that ingenious, 
juictous,free-ipirired Gen- 
tleman, the Authour of rhat 
well-known Book, latcly 

publiſhed under the Title of, 

eAdLUice to 4 Son, 


\ Worthy Sir, $$, 
Aving rendred 
this Rrort Diſ- 

conrſe of Polyga- 
| my zto Engliſh, 

I] could not deviſe 
| to Whom, I might 

Az more 


The Epiſtle 
morefitly Dedicate. | 
the ſame, thay to 

wor rgeninas and | 

ol -ſpirited Self ;- | 

1! and mandbyTou, | 

to all other Gente 

men of ike Noble | 

[ and manly temper; 

| - fo much (and that 

| Jeſervedly maghi- 
* In his iis Red by: A barn, 
Viſion. 48 4 principal accom: 
phſhment of that 

W ifſe-man, whom | 


be fe excelently. 
| | de- 


Dedicatory: 
deſcribes. - For in- 
geed, thi Treatiſe 
requires ſuch R ea- 
ders. . As for Fa- 
dantic. ard vulgar 
PirNs I. warne 
them to ftand up þ 
leſt. they breake 
ther ſhins #po#t it, 
wake © ſowre faces, - 
and hail upoy.the. 
eAuthour a than: 

ſand Cenſures and 
Reproaches,part of 
Whoſe ' burthen, 1 
. < 20 \6 * 1. 


TheEFpiſtle 


am like to bear, for- | 


teaching him to 
ſpeak Engliſh. Tet 
the Diſcourſe 'it 
ſelf aſſerts nothing, 
poſitively - deter- 
mines nothing; 0#- 
ly, the chief and 
moſt conſiderable , 
if not all the T exts 
of holy Scripture, 
and ger 


from Reaſon, and | 


the Lawes and Cit 
Alomes of N{ ations, 
that 


| 


Dedicatory. 
that have been. or 
can be brought for, 
67 againſt Polyga- . 
my, are arged and 
Anſwergd inter- 
changeably, bythe 
tio Perſons of the 
Dialogne; and the 
Authour being one, 
& a ſiffe Pleader 
for Monogamy, 
&: fighter againſt 
Polygamy. The ' 
Point it ſelf ir left 

free and undeter- 
Ax minced 


The Epiſtle 
mined, to the un- 
derſtanding, & con- 
ſcience of the ſert- 
ous and 'judicrous 
Reader: Andthere- 
fore; I know not 
why any diſcreet 
perſon, (what ever 
he thinks” of the 
Point) ſhould find 
himſelf offended at 
this . Diſcourſe": 
But that, as at 
was publickly pritt- 
ied, and vended | 
«4 | & tb 


- 


Dedicatory. 
at Baſil , a renow- 
ned Proteſtant ( 1- 


. ty,in Switzerland, 


in the year 1563. fo 
itmay 13 our famous 
London, Writhort 
offence to a judici- 
ous Reader : And 
the bleſſing of God, 
Almighty and only 
Wiſe,goalong with 
it, Amen. 


Daphnis and Clvee: A moit 
(weer and pleaſanc Pattoral Rn+ 
mance for young Ladies, By 
G:orge Thornley G:nt. Sold by 
=; Garfe;ldac the Printing -preſſe 
or Pitures in Cornh'l, nearthe 
R oa! Wnange, Over againlt 
Foper-bead-alley, 


| 
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THE 


STATIONER 


TO THE 


READER. 


Courteous Reader, 


Deſire thee to 
Tk notice, that 
Polygamy or 
Inrality of wrves, 
handled Y this 
Treatiſe, . is not 
meant that baſe 
raQtifſe of certain 
1mpudent, ſhark- 


ing 


The Stationer 
ing rogues,” whoſe 
Marmer as, to mar- 
ry a W ite .1n one 
Cxy ox town, and 
devoure her Sub- 
ſtance, and abuſe 
her Pody,- and 
then, run away. to 
ſome far- diſtant 
place, and- marry 
another, leaving 
the fieſt, with .pe- 


poverty -, ſhame, 


and, it-may be, a 
great Pclly to 
NA. 0m 


4 

! 

1 
T_T 
[ 


| 


| 


Ys 


| 


® 


_ —_ IIS © 


I 


to the Reader. 
boot ; to be ſure, 
ſorrow Enough, at 
Is eeping Crofs.:.& 
when they ;have 
ſervedaſecond;w'v 
the ike tourſfayce, 
They ' remove 
ther Quarters & 
make bold with a 
third;tillthe Gal- 
lowes catch them. 
For: ſucke ſhard- 
hearted and 1nju- 
Tious Rogues and 
VYagabonds, are by, 


the 


The Stationer 
the Laws of this 
Nation to be puni- 
ſhed w® death,  & 
that ( I conceive) 
more . juſtly then 

o_—_ thievs & 
, robbers. Bur the 
Subject Queſtion 
of this Treatiſe 1s, 
Whether/ he that 


( if the Law of 
the Land gave 


_ © way) ſhould with 


the (,onſent of ha 
. frſt Wife, upon juſt 


grounds 


i tet CT — 


, wp” OI 


— — —  — 


——_ te at wt IT IE". 


7 Op OY 


tothe Reader, 
grounds and reaſons 
_ a ſecond, be- 
able to pro- 
vas ſufficiently for 
them & their chil- 
dren, and Irons 
With them as be- 
comes a Man and. 
an Husband : The 
Queſtion I ſay of 
this . Treatiſe, 18s, 
Whether this Man 
ws doing , ſhould 
nd $9972 08 any 
Law of God in the 
holy 


-- 


holy Seripiaes if 
corded, | 
the Law p $4: -. 


tare and right Rea- 
ſon, I by 
od im the Hearts 
of Haxnkind: Read- 
the Treatiſe ſo-, 
berly and impar- 
Kr, .aS in the fear 
od, and pray 
Ha he will give 
thee - underſtan- 
ding in all things, 
AreweCl: : mae w + 


thee, 
John Gazicild. 


Cs Modan 
IILLTALLILLD 


An Ad'vertifement 
.£O he Reader, rouching the 
Autbor. of rhgle fallows- 
ig Dialogucs, con- 
cerning Polygamy 


ahd Devorce, _ : | 


. 


Friendly Reader, 9 : 
He Author of 
| FF theſe follow- 

* * ing Dialogues 
Bernardinus ' O- 
| chinus -by” wame, 

Was born - at Ste- 
na, 


* 


na 4 (ity of Tuſ- 
canie, 4 Province 
in Italy. He Was 
bred a Fryar -4s 
Luther Was, and 
having a good indu- 
ſtrious Wit, proved 
- gen peu Scho- 
ar ; an 1A Proce 
of time, God ſo by 
ned his eyes, that 
he diſcovered the 
Impoſtures & Ido- 
latries of Popery ," 
and thereupon lefe | 
his 


his C  Cherch the 
Rom arch to- 
gether, and fled to, 
and ſojourned for 
his ſafety and far- 
ther edification 4- 
mong the reformed 
Churches of Swit- 
zerland, & Gene- 
va. Hewrote divers 
e915 ns np 
reatiles,by Way0 
Dian c is the 
Italian tongae , for 
the greater "Oy of © 
is 


Cormtrymen,; Whoſe 
edification be: ra: 
ther aimed at thay 
to make oftent ation 
of bis 6Wn learning, 
andparts bydelive+ 
rizg himſelfin La: 
tin, His Dialogues 
touching Predeſtte 


Nation, were Jong 
ngli hand publi> 


ſhed.in print Which 
1 remember 4 hirn& 
. ſeenintheald En: 

bd! gliſh 


gliſh _ Charatter , 
ores I gnefs a 
bout the beginning 
of the Reign of 
of Q.. Elizabeth, zf 
not 1n the daies of 
KR. Edward, for. I 
have yot the Book 
by me. After his 
forſaking the Pa- 
pacy, he entred into 
the ftate.of marri- 
age, as Laither 
Iikewi ſe did. 

If theſe Dia- 
logues 


legues here pre- 
Jeon {od be gen- 

\ ug ove poſſibly 
thou mayeſt recerve 
hereafter ſome 0- 


ther Pieces of his; 
if any ſhall be 


yg Pd ſerviceable 
F; 


for thee. IVMeax 
While, Farwel and 
enjoy. what thou 


I#ft, ſoberly, and 
cbanefoly. 


EBERELRS 


DIALOGUE 
ra O FE 


Polygamy. 


Berween Telypeligamas and 
. Ochinus, 


Deſire your advice ; which 
{becanſe I conceive you are. 
- both able and willing to at- 
d me: therefore it is Iad- 
dreſs my (elf unto you, 

Och, I am indeed willing, pro- 
vided it be within the reach of 
my underfianding and ability. 

Tel. Inthefirit place, I beg of 
you, Thar you will taichfully pro- 
mile ro keep my Counſel, 

Och, I am content, if I may do 
it, without diſhonouring God, 

Tel, 1 have a Wile not ſuitable 

B To 


A Dialogue f Polygamy. 
co my minde , {oa that I cannor 
love her, and as far as I can per» 
ceive, ſhe is both barren, and un- 
healchful ; and I finde my (elf fo 
diſpoſed , thac I capngt want che 
Company of a Weman : alſo. 
defire/ ro have Children , both ' 
for Polterities ſake, and that I 
may inliru& chem inthefear of 
God, I could indeed keep a Con- 
cubine or two, but my Conſcience | 
will nor ſuffer me: alſo I could 
falſly charge my Wife wich Adul- 
rery, and io pur her away ; bur in 
jo doing, I ſhould both offend 
God, and blemiſh mine own, and 
my Wives; zepuration , which. 1 
will not. do. 1 conld alfo-poyſen 
her, which is a thing labhorre, 
But a thought is come intom) 
minde,to take another Witeſo as 
ro keep her that I have already, 
notwithſtanding ;. and I conceiv 
God has pur this into my Min 
aud that I am thereunto called} 
him: my dere therefore is, cha 
you will tell me whether y accor 
ding io the word of God, I may 
lawtully doit, Och 


A 


$ 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 


Och. In doubrſul caſes 'ris fir 
rotake advice bur the caſe is clear, 
that a man'ought not to have 
more Wives then one,becan'e rhe 
condition of Mariayge is (ach; rhac 
x cannot be berween more then 
two. 

Tel. How cath yos make that 


_—_— 
Och.God at rhe beginning made g,, , 
out of Adam, only one. Woman, * 
_—_ her to him ; ' hgnifying, 
that he ought ro have bur one and 
that Matrimony ought co be only 
of rwo perſons. It he would have 
had a Man to have more Wives, 
he would doubtleſs have made 
him moce, eſpecially at the be- 
ginning of the World, when pro- 
pagation” was more neceſlary, 
theneverafrerwards. 

Tel. 1-conceive, this Argumenc 
isof-ſmall validiry. God gave te 
our fir} Farther Adem one Wiſe, 
therefore ir is unlawful for any 
man to have more. 

Orch, 1t it had been the will of 
God char he ſhould have more,he 

B 2 would 
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would have given him more , el- 
pecially in that Rare of perſe&ti- 
on,wherein he was plealedro put 
him, 

Tel. A barea@&tof God, with- 
out any precept added therenaro, 
does not obliece us to imitate the 
ſame - for it fo, then we are bound 
to weare Coats of Skin, becauſe 


God ſocloathed our firlt Parents, © 


and it were unlawtul to wear 
Cloth or Silk. For _ Argu- * 
ment wou!d alwayes be of force, ; 


God cloathed them with Skins, 


and he could have cloathed them 
wich Cloth or Silk, if ir had been 
his pleaſure, that men ſhould be 
{o cloathed. It an At of God a- 
lone do bind us as much as a pre- 
c2pt, fo that Gods giving «Adam 
one Wife only, were as much in 
effe&, as it he had ſaid ro him, 1 
will and command,” that every 
man have one only Wife;it wou'd 
follow, that not only it ſhould be 
unlawiul tor a manto have more 
Wives then one, bur that every 
man that did not take a Wiſe, it 

being ? 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 


being in his power ſo to Yo, 
ſhould ſm, which is contrary to 
the Dodtrine of Sr, Paul, 

Och, You mult onderſtand that 
Paul is nor contrary to God, For _ 
in that , Godgave only one Wife 
to Adam, ic was all one, as it he 
had ſaid, I would not have a man 
to have more Wives then one, and 
it is my pleafure, that he have one, 
unleſs I ſhall call him to a fingle 1 Cor, 7, 
life, and give him the gift of Cha- 
fliry, and that 1s the incent of 

| PFawl, 

Tel, And I for my part muſt 

ay , rhat when God gave Adam 
one Wife, it was as if he had laid, 
It is my p!caſure, rhat a man ſhall 
haveone Wife ; if either he wanc 
the gift of continency , or I (hall 
call him to a married condition, 
It is alſo my pleaſure,chat he (hall 
have no more ; unle's he Rand in 
ized of more , or I ſhall call him 
to more:which is ar this time = 
condition, who ſtand in need of, 
and am' called ro marnie ano- 

ther, 
B 3 Och, 


A Dialogne of Polygamy. 

Och, Toat a fingle life is pleas 
fog ro God, the word of God 
ſhewes ; bur we are not thereby 
ravght , that he is pleaſed, Men 
, ſhould have more then ons 


*- Wile. 


Och, Nay verily , bath" Gods 
word, atd the Saints exappple; do 


; reach the (ame, as we ſhall ſhew 
2&7 and by. But go to; ſuppo'e, i 
'—4ad been Gods pleaſure; rhareve» 


1y man ſhould have ©: many 
Vizves, as it was poſſible for him 
rightly to govern, and inftruKtor 
gether with theif Childrens how 
mapy Wives mult he have giver | 
eAdaw, thereby 10 fignifie his 
p'eaſure in this point ? 

Och, You ſuppoſe thee which 
cannor be,(eeing rhe. having more 
Wives than one, 1s repugnant £9 
true Matrimony, 

Tel, Yeu have not yer made it 
clear ro me, that to have mote 
Wives then one is re nt t9 
Mariage , otherwre then by ſay» 
wg » that God gave 9 to Aden, 
Let us now ſuppoſe he had given 
| him 
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him more ; doubrle(s, from that 
farlt Inſticurion you could not 
rove, that a man ought nor to 
'e more z nay, it would follow 
of neceſſity, that a man mighc 
have mare. How many Wayes 
therefore in ſuch a caſe, had ir 
been neceflary for God to give 
Adam, 16 bgnihe his pleaſuce in 
this poinr? 
Och. Two would have been e+ 


h, 
7 Now then, it that ARion 
of his had bin a precepr, as you 
ſay, ir would have bin unlawful 
for ments have had more or leſs 
then two Wives : which never- 
theleſs, would not have been an- 
fwerable to his wilhſceing his in- 
tent was, that chey (ſhould have as 
many as they could govern, We 
mult therefore confeis, that by a 
bare act of God: no command be- 
ipg added, we are not obliged ro 
the imitation thereof.” Orher- 
wile it wonld be Gn for a Minifter 
to celebrate the Lords Supper,un- 
leſs the Communicants were jult 
B 4 fe) 
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ſs maty in yomber, as the A+ 
Hes of Chriſt were » when he 
inltirared the ſame, Ma 
Och, A\chough it does not ne» 
ceſlarily follow, that becauſe God ' 
cave”one Wile to Adam, there- 
fore it is unlawfol for a man to 
have more ; yet is it doubrlefs, a 
very probabie Argiiment, to pet» 
(wade, & urges ſtrongly, though it 
be nor altogether compulſive, 
Tel, Nay verily, it urges not at 
all: Gnce ir may be laid, char God 
ave one Wiſe to Adam,'not to 
few that bis wil was, that every 
man ſhould have but one Wife; 
bur that the relt of man-kind, be- 
ing born as well of one Mother,as 
ene Father , might love one ano« 
ther io much che more? allo thar 
Eve being made of the Rib of 4- 
4:1, might be a figure of the holy 
Church, the vnely Spouſe 'of 
Chrilt, : 
Och, Goto , leruscomenno 
the words of the Text. Do yon 
not think that Adam was moved 
by divine inftint, when he faid; 
For 


: 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 
For this cauſe ſhall a man leave his 
"Father, and Mother, and cleave 
to his Wife? 

Tel. Without doube. 

Och. Do you nor ſee how, in 
fayinghe ſhall cleavero his Wite, 
1(not,Wi-es) he teaches us, that a 
aanis to haie bur one? 


Tel, Very good, when God 


commands a man to love his 
Neighbour , does he oblige him 
to love one Or more ? 

— .Oeb, All rhat are his Neigh- 
boars. | 

Te, Thar's falſe; forhe fayes, 


Thou ſhalt love thy 9 rome 


not thy Neighbours ; and there- 
fote whoever loves one of his 
Neighbours , bas fulfilled chac 
Command. 
. Och, Chriſt, when he ſaid;7hou 
alt leve thy Neighboxr, ſyoke it 
1n this ene, as it he ſhould ha e 
ſaid , Thou. ſhalt lore every on2 
thac is chy Neighbour, | 
- Tal. Solikewile Adam, when 
he id t he fball cleave unto bis 
Wife, did intimate, that he ſhould 


BS cleave l 


A Dialogse of Polygamy. 
Cleare unto Every one- that ſhall 
he bis Wiſe; And therefore it can- 
Dot be proved by thoſe words, 
that it is uvlawſal fora manto 
have more Waves then one, 

Och, Rue what will you fay to 
tho following words of his: and 
of them twain (hall be made ons 
fieſb ? for be does net ſay,of three 
or ſour, From theſe words it is 
doubrlels manitelt , rhat God 
would not have Marriage to be 
made berween more then rwo. 

Tel, Adam ſayes not , that of 
them two ſhall be made one fleſh; 
butybey ſhall be made one Fleſh, 

Och, Burt that was his mean- 
ng, as plainly appeares. from the 
words of Chriſt, who citing the 
ſaid ſpeech) layes, that God by 4- 
dam declared, Ang they two ſhall 
be one Fleſb, adding moreover, rhis 
following clan(e : They are no low- 
ger two, bug ene Fleſh, » 

Tel, Ic is as if hehad aid, The 


Husband ſhall love every one of ,* 


his Wrres,as it ſhe were the {ame 
Leſb, and the {ame body with 


hims+ 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 
him; and ſo likewiſe, ſhall every 
Wiſe love her Husband. 

Och, Bur God ſaid, they two 
ſhall be one 3 cherefore there can- 

not be three or foure. 

"Tel. You were in the right, if 
he had ſaid, They two (only) ſhall 
be one. Andtherefore, asthis 
Fr nvment is of no force ; Chriſt 


If two of Jo on Earth ſhall as H4t.18, 
by 


= about « ng, they ſball obtain 
what they acke : eat a it rhree 
Or _ ſhall agree they ſhall nor 
obcain the ſame : ſo is this no 
go0g inference; God laid , They 
ewo ſhall be one Fleſh : therefore 
' Iftherebechreeitis notrue Mar- 

 nage. 

Och. Ir is impoſſible for more 
then rwo, to become one fleſh, 
., Tel, In the primitive Church) 
there were not only two beie- 
vers, but they were in great num» 
bers,having nevertheleisone ſoul, 
and one mind ; ; and you believe, 
ita man had dirers Wives, he 
could not become one fleſh with 
beam, It a man, while he cleaves 


NT.0! 


A Dialogme of Polygamy. 
unto an Harlor, _ as Ser 
{layes,one with her,alt 
hy have oy ſhould he nor 
much more become one fleſh 
with her , if he ſhould make her 
his Wiſe? 

Och, Say what you will; To have 
more then one Wite, is a thing 
filthy, diſhoneſt, and quire con- 
rrary, and deſtructive to the holy 
Stare of Matrimony. 

Tel, And yer you know, that 
Abrabam bad more Wives rhen 
one ; as alſo D rvid,and mavy'&> 
ther men under the old Tefta- 
ment ; who, in caſe it had be 
unlawful tor them, ro have more 
then one Wife, they ſhould have 
ſinned in marrying divers Wo- 
men ; and the Children which 
they had by all cheir Wives, ex- 
cepring the firft;ſhould have been 
Baſtards, becanſe not beyorren in 
lawful Marrimovy. 

Och, I will ſooner grant all rhar 
you have ſaid, then 1 will allow, 
or grant it lawtul for one man'ro 
have more then one Wife, yard 

n- 
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Ancients were holy men; yet 
did-chey ſometimes fin, 
were 6nners, as being born of A- 
dam , as eppeares inthe example 
of Dav'd; and they ſhould have 
deceived themſelves, if they had 
denyed themſelves to be fin- 
MCcrs, 

Tel, That they ſometimes fin- 
ned, I ſhall cally granc;bar I will 
never yield, chat they conctinued 
In cheir 6s, cill cheir day of 
death: which nevertheleſs they 
aid, in caſe it was unlawful for 
them ro have divers Wives. 
Whence it would follow , that 
they were all damned, as thoſe 
who die while keep a Con- 
<ubine. As for us, we cannot hold 
them for Saints , ſeeing we know 
por for certain, that they ever re- 
pented, When David hM com- 
mirted thoſe ſame ARts of Adultes 
Ty and Murrher, becauſe he was 
one of Gods Ele& , God ſent his 


Propher to him, toteprove him: 


as allo when he nambred the 
Peovp'e, -comraty to the Com» 
mand 


3 
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mand ofGod. Credible therefore 
it 15, that if to have divers Wiye,, 
had been contrary tothe Lay of 
God , God would have uled the 
like proceedings towards bin, 
that he might not be damned, Bug 
though you read the whole Bible 
over , you ſhall never finde, char 
God has forbad the having of di- 
vers Wixes, And yer, if it had big 
a thing unlawful, «Afoſes would 
never have diflembled the matrer, 
Morcover, the S«ripcures cell us, 
that David was a man after Gods 
ownheart, and that he was obe+ 
dient to all the Lords Comman- 
dements, all his life long, fave in 
the matcer of Vriah, So that had 
zt beep a (in to have divers Wives, 
ſceing that allo had been ſufficiy 
ently known;the Auchour wou!d 
have pred ir, or he. mult 
doubcleſs , make himſelf a lyar; 
by ſaying, that Davie committed 
only thar fin of Homicide , under 
which his Adultery is compre- 
hended. - Again, how could thar 
be truegwhich God laid to David, 


when 
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when blaming him for bis un- 
thayktulneſs he rold him, chat he 
had given him many Wives? 
which quettionle(s, muit have bin 
all Whores, except the firſt, and 
ſoit had not bin God,burt the De- 
vil that gave them unto him. 
Moreover , you ſhall finde, thar 
God made a Law, that if any man 
had ewo Wives, the one beloved, 
the other hated; and had by them 
divers Children, the eldet of 
which, was the (on of the hated 
Wife, it ſhould not be allowed 
the Father, to make the Sonne of 
his beloved Wite his Heice, Noyy 
« might fall gut, that the beloved 


Wiſe might be his firſt Wiſe, and 


ſo it ſhould come to paſſe, that 
thoogh the Husband had Chil- 
dren by the latres; ſooner then by 
the firlt, yer they ſhou Ba- 
Rards, if your opinion be crue,and 
born of an Whore, and therefore 
onght not tor be- Heires, _ It is 
therefore clear by the word of 
God, thart all the Children are le- 
gitimate, though ſprung trom di- 
Vers 


v5 


© 
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vets wives by one and the-ſame 
Husband ; and that theretore nor 
only the firſt, but che following 
marriages are lawful, feeing God 
did both approve and bleſſe them, 
in choſe holy men the firlt Fachers 
of che world, | 


Och, The ficlt ching, which yo 
ſay follows from my opinion , 
that al) which. died having many 
wives ſhould be damned, I an- 
Twer : If they are dead not having 
divorced all ſave their ficſt wife; 


or without repenting of theirſfm, 
they are all damned, Bur as ma- 
ny ofrhem as ate {aged did repent 
and pur away all bar heir fil 
- and lawful wife. - 


Tel, Bat, it is not apparent, 
tha ever any did that; and yer 
if your opinion were true, men- 
tion onght to have been made 
thereot in the ho'y Scriprures, 
that we might know and under- 
ſtand, That to keep divers wivesis 
an abominable ching. _ 

69, 
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''Och, It was already known, 
that men ought nor to have more 
wives then ene, becauſe God had 
commanded that, the Husband 
and the wife, ſhould of two be» 
come oneHeſh, 


Tel. It is not likely that it was 
finlawful co have divers wives , 
and that the unlawfulneſs there- 
of was known,and Abrabam, and 
Jacob, and David, and other wor- 
thy perſons like chem, ſhould ne- 
verthele(s marry-more wives then 


one, R gory 6 

Och.. That's a yood one! Asif 
many holy men in ancienc times 
did r.ot fin, though they knew 
what they did, was unlayytul, 


* Td. But they did nor continne 


ro their lives end in thoſe fins, as' 
thoſe that married more wives 


then one, did, 
-* Oc,” T told you beforethat If 


rhey were ofthe number of Gods 


EleR, they did at laſt —_—_ 


, 
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Tel. But we ought no longer 
to reckon che Parriarchs tor examy 
ples (ake ro be Saints,ſecing we are 
aſſured that they ſinned 1n having 
many wives; but we are not afſu* 
red of their repentance, 


-. Cch,- Trac, unleſſe theword of 
God aſſures us thgt they were 
Saints: as we know ( for exam- 
> py Ifaac,ind Jer 
- —_ Saints , —_— Gon 
many ſbould cone from the 

Eaft, and from. rhe, Weſt, and 
down with Abraham, Iſaac and Jas 
cob, in the Kingdoms of Heaven, 
Now, I conceive, that as Moſes 
becauſe of che hardneſs of their 
hearts, ſuffered rbe Jews to pus 
away their wires without juſt 
caulcy ſo for the ſame cauſe he tnt- 
fered chem to have ſundry wives , 
that is to ſay; he did nor forbid or 
hinder it, nor puniſh the ſame by 
any Law enatedin his Commons 
wealth. Bucirt follbws nor there- 
fore, that they did not 6nin Gods 
ſight, and that they did _ de= 
erve 
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ſerve puniſhmens unlefle they re- 


Tal, That thing is . itted, 
which is enkeher cantibed» nor 
hindred, nor forbkudden. Truly, I 
will-not ſay Aoſes finned, it to 
Avoid 2 greater evil, and ro.com- 
wuh the hardneſs of the 
ewes hearts, he permiceed them 
10 have divers waves ; that is to 
ſay, be did nor puviſs or hinder 
hea But 6 1] rwamy prnnnns 
fo a5 Nor. tO them,l cannog 
burſay,he fnned.For Moſes © 
io have expreſly forbidden, « 
any man ſhould have more then 
one wife :: which becauſe he has 
not done, we mult needs con- 
ſeſſe char ic 15 not a thing un- 
lawful, 


Och, The having of many wives, 
was then ( 8s it is now) (0 appar 
rently filchy, diſhoneſt, and vict- 
ous, that it was needleſs for Ao» 
ſer 0 ſorbid tbe ſame, 


Til, 
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Tel, And was it not as appa- 
rent, that Adultery was a thing 
filthy, diſhoneſt, vicious? yea, 
much more then the having ot 
many wives, and yer he expreſly_ 
forbad adalrery. Bur in caſe 1 
had been unlawful to have nary 
wives, he ought to have forbid- 
den thac,ſo much the more ex- 
preſly, by how much the unlaw- 
lawfulneſle thereof, was lefſe ma» 
nifeſt then the unlawfulneſſe of 
Adultery' was, Is it nor a clear 
caſe, that Homicide is unlawtul, 
and yer he forbids that. '' In a 
word, What are the ren Com- 
mandements, bur an Expreſſion 
of the Law of Nature ? 


Och, Ir may be faid, that God 
mighe remit the tranyreſli- 
ons againſt the ſecond Table, be - 
cau'e he is above, not only all 
Creatures, bat his own Law : and 
petadvencure he might remicthe 
fameto all mankind born before 
the death of Chrilt ; and conſe» 
quently be willing, that chey 

might 
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mig have more wives then one, 
withourſin, And ſoit comes to 
pals, that choſe under the Old Te+ 
ttament that had many wives, did 
ndc fin ; and: under thatconfide- 
rition , God mighe 'give many 
wives ro David, Though it may 
alſo be ſaid, that he gave themro 
him, that is, permicred him to 
have rhem, in as mneh as he 
—_— hindred, nor. puniſhc 
m, | 


Tel, That ir is unlawful to 
keep more wives then one, if your 
opinion be true, is clear from rhe 
word of God, who laid, that rw 
ſhould be made one fleſh; but that 
God did (o far remit of his Laws, 
char men ſhould nor fin in havin 
more,does not appear inthe wor 
of God ; that opinion therefore 
of yours, has no toundation, y 


Och, If you confider well, yon 
ſhall finde chat Lamech a very 
wicked man, was the firſt that had 
wo Wives, Other holy _ 
| that 
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that prececded him, knowing rhe 
mill. of God, Cp Cad 
PICCC, 


Tel, As ifthat Abraham, Iſaac, 
and Jacob, were not —_— 
chenchoſe men you ſpeak 
Bur, in che place, 1 cannot 
tell how you came to know that 
Lamech was the firſt man that had 
two wives, alchough he be rhe 
firſt man whom the Scripruce 
mentions to have had two. Bur 
asrhis is a vain Argument, The 
Scripture no where mentions, 
that Cain had more then-one Son; 
therefore, doubcleſle' he had no 
more: ſoy a&vain is this which 
follows : It is nowhere ih Scrip- 
rurerecorded, that thoſe men that 
hved bewtore Leamech, nd more 
waives therrone : therbfore none 
of chem had above: one wiſe, 
Moreover, where itis ſaid, that 
Lamech had two wives, it is or 
charged upon him as a fin, bur 
feeras rather ro be ſer down as a 
thing pleaſing to God, that 2 man 

ſhould 
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ſhould have more wives then 
ſeeing by them he gave Lame 
ſuch ingenious Sons, as pro- 
ved rhe 1nventors of Arts, borh 
delightful and profitable, Nei» 
thercan I ſee how you came in» 
formed, that Lawech was (o wick» 
ed a man,as youralk of, 


Och. God plagued him, by 
—_—_ him to fall-ioto the ſins 
of murccher and deſperarion; only 
becauſe he had married | two 
WLVES.. 


Tel, But I cannor-(ee, either 
that he was a murtherer or tell 
into deſpair; neicher does: che 
Scriprure teach any ſuch ching, if 
it be righrly incerprered; Or it 
the Scripture had intimated any 
ſuch thing, (which Ido not grant) 
yer docs ir not thereby appear, 
that God ſuffered him foro lip, 
becauſe he had married - rwo 
wives, F 

Och, Bur we may conjecture, 
thac his laying evo wives dil- 

pleated 
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pleaſed God, fecing his murther is 
preiently afrer mentioned, _ 


Tel, In the fiſt place, I have 
already ..rald you , that by the | 
words of chat Text, if they .be 
rightly underfiood), -there is no 
ſenification made, that eirher be 
was a man-ſlayer, or in ceipera- 
tion; and if iuch a thing were 
intimated, ir does not therefore 
follow, that his-plurality of wives 
was the cauie thercof,or that God 
was offended with him thexefore; 
inaſmuch as preſently upon the 
mencian. of his rwo wives, he 
commends their Sons, as ut he 
would give us to underitand, that 
he approves ofplurcality of wives. 
A ——— 
to be affirmed or avouchedin the 
Church of God, as neceſſary ro 
ſalvation , if it cannot otherwi'e 
. be Known, ſave by conjectures 
only. | 
 Och, Seting 1 cannot convince 
you our of the old Teftament, 1 
will-try what I can do! from the 
New. | Tel, 
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+ Tel, You are igf an errour it 
you thiak che Olg Tellament 1s 
not ſufficient to rgach usall rhings 
neceſſary to ſalfation,. It rhere- 
fore that be rhe cauſe yon berake 
your (elf ro rhe New, you are de- 
ceived, lecing as Pax! wrues, Al 
Seriptwre Divine inſp.ration is 
profitable FA reprehex ſion, corvetti- 


on and inttruttion, in rightconſueſs , 
that the man of , God may be made 
perfeRt,,' furniſhed for every good 
work, Now clear it is, that Paul 
in that place ſpeaks of rhale $crip- 


tures, in-which Timothy was ex- 


erciſed- trom a-child. . And be-, 


cane the new Teſtament was nor 
then written, you mult be jo;ced 
to confeſſe, that Pani in: that 
place ſpeaks ot the Old, { The old 
Teſtament theretore is profitable, 
not only ro afſerr thetruch ot tuck 
things as are geceſlarytofalyair 
wy [> alſo ro canſure falſities : 


nd conſequently ro randyr 4 iran - 


perfect, For, which cau(e;- Chit 


\peaking thereof ſaidg,$e47c# thy. 


cr.ptures for '" them is fond ceef. 7 


zal life, C Och. © 
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Och. Perhaps ſomerhings are 
forbidden to us in the New Te- 
ſtament, which were not forbid- 
den to them in the Old, 


Tel. In moral matrers, - yerily 
what ever is unlawful and ro us 
torbidden, was in like manner 
evermore forbidden to them; and 
whatever was allowed and com- 
manded to them, the ſame is in 
like manner allowed and com- 
mandedto us. God was equally 
Author of the old Teſtament as 
well as of the New; norwas he 
ecer contrary, or unlike himſelt, 


Och. That was allowed rorhoſe 
under the old Teftamenr, becauſe 
of their imperfeflion, which is 
por allowed ro us, in whom cars 
nal deſires ovght to be mulch | 
more motrifhed, » 


Teh You take that for granted 
which you have not proved, viz. 
Thar it is unla\yful ro have more 
w11es chen one, | Moreover, you 

are 
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are deceived; if you rhink, that ic 
is a bad rhing to have one wife, 
bur worſe to have two ; For as 
the AR matrimonial, in him thar 
has one wife, i3a thing notin ir 
ſelf evil, nor repugnant ro thoſe 
aRions, that are neceſſary to (al- 
vation: no more is it to have rwo 
wires, provided a man have a call 
from God to mary them, and be 
moved, not by rhe impulſe of che 
fleſh, bat of rhe Spirit, that he 
may have children, and bring 
them up in the fear of God; his 
wife likewiſe doing the ſame. 
Whence ir follows, that he may 
be as perſeR that has two wives; 
as he that has bur one or none, 
Nor had «Abraham, becauſe be 
had divers wives lefle Faich, Hope, 
or Charity, then Prieſts, Monks,or 


Friars that have none, Conju- . 


gal Chaltiry, is as welithe gitt of 
God, as that of a fingle Srate, For 
this cauſe Pau! (aid, Eyery one is 
endued with bis own gift from 
oy ſome one way; ſome ano» 
ther, 


C2 Och, & 
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Och. 1n that place, the Apoſile 
exhorted the Corinthians oa fin- 
ele Life, and that for no other 
cauſe , buz that a married ellate 
has many incumbrances attens 
ding the lame: in as much as 
married people, being intangled 
wich worldly affairs, aft. por {o 
iree to pray, and preach vp and 
down, and do good to others, as 
ſingle people.are,, Now, it lobe 
the having of one wile, do bring 
ſo many impediments, any one 
may ſoon conjecture, what the 
having of divers wes will do, 
And therefore co have more wives 
then one is unlawful, 


Tel, You are in anetror if you 
think, that che mind of Pawin 
thoſe words was, that matriage 
was a liop to mens Journey to 
Eeaven, 1o that warned people 
could not bs ſaved ; For then 
that which God 121i:', would nor 
be true, vis, That it was not 
ood for a man robe alone ;-bur 

1r would rather be an excellenc 
thing 
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thing to be alone; 'and to marry 
a wite, the worlt thing in the 
world , becauſe in ſodoing aman 
ſhould (in, Moreover, I acd, that 
not only a married man may be 
faved, as well as a Bachelour, bur 
be as perfe& as he, inaſmuch as 
he may attain as gre perfeRion 
in Faith, Hope, and Charity as 
rhe other, And it he cannct parſo» 
nally performe. ſome external 
works which the fingle man can, 
as hindred by his married eſtate, 

he may in mind pertorm the 
lame, and that 1s it wnich CoJ 
regards, 


Och, Thouzgh Matrimony do 
not hinder a man {rom going to 
God ; -yer -the having of more 
wires then one, does, 


Tel, How prove you that > 


Och, From Paul, who ſpeaking 
of Biſhops, ayes, he would have 
them to be the husbands of one 
wite, meaning that they* ſhou'd 

C 3 have 
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have no more, Ir is thereforenm- 


lawful ro have more wives ther 
©NC, 


— Ti. Nay ratherwhen he cells 

them, by name, that they ſhould 
haie one, left having more, they 
ſhould 'be roo much +diftrafted 
with worldly buſineſſe, "tis eaſie 
to ſee chat he allows other men. 
to have more... 


Och, Some do thus interpret 
the mind of Pasl, A Biſhop 1310. 


bare bur- one wife, that is (ay. 
chey) one Church for his ſpicitual 
Spoule, | 


Tel, Many reaſons ſhew that 
to be a falſe opinion, Firlt, bes. 
cau'e Chriſt only is the Spouſe of 
Sonls and Bridegroome of kis 
Church, And if wethat are mi+ 
niſters be his friends , we ought, 
with Jobs Baptiſt, as the friends 
of Chrilt, the only erne. Spouſe of 
Souls, ro.ſend them to him their 
Bridc groom : - and'\not to dray 

them 
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them to our ſelves, The Churches 
therefore of Chriſt are not the 
Biſhops Spouſes, And if they— 
were, as the Husband'is ſuperiour 
to his Wife, ſo ſhould they bero 
their reſpeive Churches, _ 
which Paul wrices to the Corin- 
thians, where he (ayes, He are not 
Lorgs over your faith, or over you, 
by reaſon of your Faith, The 
Church theretore | is not Pax: 
Wife, Iconfels indeed, that one 
Church 15 enough for one Paſtor, 
and he does no {mall matter, if he 
can governtharwell, In the an- 
cient times of Chrillianity , one 
Church ſomerimes had dicers Pa- 
tors, as appeares from the Epilile 
tothe Philippians, in which Pau! 
ſalures the Biſhops, which were 
at Phil:ppi : yhereas now a dayes 
one Bilhop has many Churches, 
Moxeover, when Pax! ſayes. A Bi- 
ſhop ought co have one Wile, he 
(peaks ofthe manners of him thax 
was fit to be a Biſhop, But it he be 
yer tO be choſen, he is no Biſhop; 
and therefore has no Church: as 

C 4 yers 
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yet , that mightbecalle@ his wiſe, 
Hereby  alio' "ir! 14 miamifeſt , 
that by Wite, he did nor mean 
Chvrch, becauſe preſently almoſt 
after thoſe words; be makes men- 
tion of his Childrery comman- 
ding that he' govetn his Family 
well, and have his Children fub- 

jeR ro him , wirh all Reverence, 

For it a man eannor govern his 

own Family, how can he overſee 
whe Church of God ?In that place 

therelore he ſpeaks ofa Wife, and 
not of a Church, 


Och, Some ſay, thatiPaxl in 
that place, forbids ſuch nien rv 
be cho'en Biſhops, who hare had 
divers Wires, though not ar one 
and-che (atne time, | 


Tel, Bur I do not conceive.,thar 
Paxl counted it fin atter the 
death of a mans firſt wife, rocake 
a ſecond ; for as much as he him- 
ſelt {ayes , char after the dearh of 
rhe Husband, the wife is free,and 
may withont blame marry _ 
| ther, 


A Dialigze of Polygamy. 


ther, So'far is ir frombeing un» 
lawful for a man; after the dearh 
of his wite, to marry another, 


Och, They ſay, tis a ſhamefnl 
thing, when a mans firſt wife is 
dead, to marry anocher, 


Tel, It you weigh rhe marrer 
rightly , and follow norrhe Opi- 
nion of the blind vulgar people, 
you ſhall finderhar the marrimos 
mal AQ,is as ſree from turpicude, 
as the actions of caring ana drinks 
inz ; not would God have com» 
manded' Matrimony, if it had birt 
ecil, which nevertheleſs he did, 
when he ſaid, Increaſe and propa- 


Bare. % 


Och, I condemn not Mattimo- 
ny; Var the 1reration, or Regetiti- 
on thereof, 


" Tel, Theſecond Matrimony,is 
a$ rrueard valid a#the firſt; and 
there'cre you cannot condemn 
» thelrcrarion of Matrimony, bur 
C5 yo2 
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you. muſt withall, condemn Ma- 
trimony it ſelf, Take an Example, . 
A young manmarties a Wife, ſhe 
dies a ſew dayes alter, he is fome- 
what incoptinent,or 15 again call- 
ed to a married condition : , who - 
knowes not, that he according to 
the Precept of Pautjecing he can» 
tot contain., ought to-rake ano-. 
tier Wite, 


Och, Unleſs Rcond Mariages 
were filthy , and unlawful , Pag/ 
would neyer, ſpeaking aſterwards 

, of VNidows, have commanded 


\ £ ncht5 be choſen, as had only one 
Hysband, 


« Tel, Think you that Paxil was 
ſuperltitious ? 


Och, . 1 do not think he was, 


Tel, 1f a young Widow, ſome+ 
what incontinent, had -asked 
'  Paxl; ad-ice, what think you 
L 7i”?,5. Pauls aniwer would have bin 


£ 
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Och, . Thar ſhe ſhould marry a- 
gain, accerding to-his own Do- 
citrine, 


Tel, It ignot therefore unlawful 
to marry again, Why then ſhould 
Paslteje iuch Widows, as had 
had mote Hu-bands then one? 
for it was poſſible that lome Wis 
dow having bad divers Husbands, 
might be caore.holy and honeſt, 
then they which had had bur one. 
Alſo it might tall our , char ſhe 
which had had divers Husbands, 
might live. buc one year with 
them: :whereas the reſt chat had 
never had more then one , mighc 
have lived with him , _ or 
forty yeacs, Inſuch acafecruly, I 
cannoc ſee why they ſhould be 
more worthy ro be choſen-chen 
ſhe, 1 dotherefore believe,. that 
the-mind of- Paw in that place 
was this, that ſuch Widows were 
not tobe choſen that had had ma- 
ny Husbands, that is to ſay , who 
being divorced , had married a- 


22in : their former Husbands mw 
_ 
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divorced them being yet alive.For 
eirher rhey were divorced upon a 
juſt ground, and then it was not 
fit they ſhould be choſen; or up- 
onan unjult-ground , and fo-rhe 
Matrimony retnatned good ,' ha- 
1ing perer bin violated: and rhen 
the civorced' womarr had (inned, 
Y (he married to anorher. By 
which weanes ir came to paſſe, 
that all women divorced were 1n» 
famous, nor wy {cehas marged 
to «ther men ; bur ſuch likewiſe 


as abftained from Mariage , eſpe» 
cially amongſt the Genriles; who 


were not wont to divorce them; 
jave for ſome raulr or vitious quas 
lity. Paw! theretore did never con- 
demn thoſe Woreny who their 
tormer Husband being Jezd mars 
ried another, nor dd he terbid 
them to be Biſhbps, who their 
former Wie being dead, martied 
ano; her, which norwirkftanding, 
the [rperltitious Papiſts oblerre, 
becau'e rhey nndetitood nor re 
tneaning of Pax/, Though a man 
have kept divers Wheres , they 

make 
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make him a Biſhop ;- bur if his 
firlt Wife being dead, be marry 
another, they wHl not: whence ir 
comes ro paſſe , rhat Matrimony 
among/it rhem is of worſe reporr, 
then Fornication, Adulrery, In- 
celt, Sacriledge, Sodomie, and all 
imaginable abominations, This 
1s theretorethe mind of Paul (and 
this will make the thicd opinion) 
as has bin (aid of Widows,that he 
who has had divers Wives , be- 
cauile he dixorcd one oughr not 
to be made a Biſhop. For it he diy 
yore't her unjultly, he ought net 
to be a Biſhopin rhat regard ; if 
jultty, yet che Infamy of his wife, 
Tedonnding upon himſelt, for 
thar' cauſe Paul would nor have 
him be a Biſhop; : Howbett; I like 
- notthis Opinion; for he does nor 
{ay, he mult hare bin, bur that he 
mult be the Husband of one wite: 
for he ſayes,he mult be unblamed, 
viz, as the Husband of one Wike: 
as he expreſſed /ir a little after» 
wards, touching Deacons , and 

writing t0 Titxs about Biſhops... 


Och;. 


37 


zZ3 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 
Och, Becauſe 8 Biſhop, in rce- 
| — the publick Office he 
- as alſo the Deacons,have 
to do with all perions , not only 
with Men, bur alio with Women; 
ro. avoid ſuſpicion, Paxil would 
that they ſhould be married ; and 1 
this perhaps might be the mean- 
ing ot thoſe words, Alic, at may 
be, that Paxl fore'ecing the Su- 
perſticion of: the Papiiis, who + 
wou'd forbid the Maitige of Bi- 
ſhops, that chey+ might. bewith- 
out excule, he (aid, they ought to 
be blameleſs, and co have a wiley 
bur - chat chey ſhould haye no - 
more then one, be did not ſay.Or 
he ſhewes, that a Biſhop ought to 
have a wile, that ishe ought to be 
content with her, and not co have 
any thing to do with other Wo- - 
men, which js, as if he had (aid: 
that he tobe hone}, . 


"Tel. The mind of Pasl is this 
that it-is lawful for-the generali- 
ty of Chriſtianr, to have many 
Wikies ; but for Biſhops to have 

only 
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omly every man one, not becauſe 


it had bin a fin for themro have 
more; bur becanſe the dury of 
Biſhops being to labour for che 
ſalvation of others, he feared leſt 
unnany of Wives ſhould be 
a pal-back, and hinder them from 
perfqrming their Office , as they 
ought .to do, . For this cau'e he 
would - have them to have bur 
one : nor is it therefore unlawful: 
for ocher men to have mbre, Yea . 
verily, while he forbids Biſhops - 
to have.more chen - 
odeghe cloſely allowes it to other 


men, Nor ry Peel rents AN 


have forbidden Biſhops co have -\ 
more Wives then one, had ic not / 
bin the Cuſtom. of rhoſe times for 
them to have more, Itwas there- 
_ in the _ yen forbid- 
en to Bi ro have many 
Wives, as it was inthe old Telta- 
menttorbiddento Kings; nor be- xy,,, to) 
cauſe ic was in icſelf unlawful, bur : 
let Kings, whoſe Office was of 
greatett canſequence , being di-- 
lizatoed by their: Wives, ſhould be - 


cores 
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corrupted, as it happenedto Solo- 
wor ; tor if Adars , when he hal 
but one, was notwith#anding 
perverted by her, tis eafie to con» 
jecture what miche happen ro 
Kings, it they ſhou!d -have mary. 
Yer do I believe nererrhele's,that 
as in che ſame place he ferbad 
Kiygs to have many Hotrles , that 
1s too great a mulricude , leaft he 
ſhould pur his rruſt in them, ra* 
ther then in God ; for otherwiſe 
they were allowed to have many 
Horſes ;- even'ſo, they were ngt 
forbid to have many Wives, ſee- 
ing David a moſt holy man, had 
many ; but that they ſhould not 
have an immoderate mulcitude, 
eſpecially ſuch as were Fearhens, 
and Worſhippers of falſe Gods, 


To return therefore to our buſi- 


2 neſs, 'tis not credible, that Par 


feared, leſt Timothy ſhould choote 


; forBiſhops, ſuch'ss were Gemtiles 


or Jewes, -not baptized, There 
were therefore ir the Chyrch of 
Chriſt, and amongrhe C hriſtians, 
ſnch 2s had mere waves then one, 

A nJ 
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'And becanſe from ameng chem a 
Biſhop was ro be cho'en : he 
would not have him chooſe one 

that had divers wires, But if wo 

keep more wives then one, had 

bin contrary to che Law 60t God, 

as you ſayit is, and the btft Wife 

ohly were right and rroe; the reft 

Harlors: '*t15 not credible that 

the Chriſtians would have bapri- 
zed any onethar had plurality of 

wires, unle(s he had put away all 

faving his firſt, And if that had bin 
the practi, it had bin in vain for 
Panbto command, that he thar 
was t6 be choſen Biſhop, ſhould 
be the Hnsband of one Witke, 
ſeeing Chriſtians our of rhe 
number. of - whom the Biſhop 
was choſen, had boar ezch of them 
one a peece.Bur chus I much mar- 
vail at,thar many who have ſome- 
tires wricmnen and do believe, 
that to have more Wives rhen 
one, is repugnaht to the divine 
' Law, both moral and narnral, and 
yet in expounding Pax, they lay, 
that he writing to ap 
im 
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him to take heed, that he chooſe 
not a-Biſhop that had plucaliry of 
wives; whence it follows, that 
ſceing EleRion was not to be 


made of any out of che Church of 


God, that there were in- Gods 
Church ſuch as had more 
wives then-one ; and conlequents 
ly, counted it not unlawtulc 

have, more... Orherwiſe, it they 
had counted ic unlawful, as they 


amongſt them. ſuch-as bad many 
wives, unle(s they would diyorce 
all fave the fult, 


Och. Bux what: do you ſay to 
Pax! who wills and commands, 
That every man ſhould have his 
own wile?- forin ſaying. his ow 
wite he excludes wives, 


Tel, Some (ay, kis meaning is, 
Ler 
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Let every man have hisown wife; 
that 1s, his own, not another 
mans :. and nor, only one, As 
it ſome Father making ſhew of his 
Daughter, ſhould ſay, This is my 
own Daughrer; not denying 
that he has more Danehrers, that 
ace likewiſe his own, 


Och, In the ſame place the 


ſame Paw! commands, Thar the 
Wife have her own proper Hus- 
band, that is to ſay, fuch a Wite 
a8 is proper to imalone, and nor. 


in common with ocher- wives. 
Whence it follows, That as a wo- 
man ought to be proper to her 
hausband; and not to belong to 
other husbands: ſo the man 

wiſe, and not common to 
others : provided; you will ( as 
you ought) expound the words of 
Paxl, (oas he may not commradit 
kovelf, 


Tel. Paxl does-not there dir 
ſpate, whether an husband may 


ought ro be. appropriated to his. - 


have- 
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have plarahity of wiyes, -of no; 
bur his incent 15 £o ſhevy, that fuch 
men #$ have nor the gifr of conti 
nence, ſhould rake them wives ; 
and that women in the like caſe 
ſhould marry. 


Och, 1s-it poſſible that you 
ſhould not ſee, that plurality 0 
wWIves, is repugnant to the matri 
monia} comract, in which the 
man pane wife, and the we 
man her huisband, an honeſt ui: 


.of theit ' reſpeRivre - Bodies folly 
-ever? For which cauſc alſo P 


ſayes, Thar neither the man not 
the woman have power over the't 
own Bodies, bur each of one anc 
thers, And in caſe a man have 


given the honeſt 'uie of hi3 Boc 


r6his wiſe, he can no longer give 
it to 2nother, becauſe he has al 
ready given ut to the fiſt, 


Tel, Yes, by the pezrmiſſi6n o! 
the firſt he may , as Abraham did, 
when by the permiſſion of Sarah, ſj 
be married Hagar, and conſe- 

quent4 
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zuently by permiſſion of the firſt 
; Þnd ſecond, he may marry a third, 
hich 1s erue of other men as 
1Svell as Abrabaw: elpecially the 
Svives being inſttuRed thar ir is 
o fin for their hasbands, with 
heir conſent ro marry other 
IVES, 


Och, Do you believe, that Da- 
id when he married Bathſheb:, 
$:d ic wich con'ent- of - his other 
1:es, and rac others who mare 
Wied divers wives, did (6 like- 
1e, 


Tel, Syppoſe they did nor; yer 
ere not their marriages the leſs 
rue and lawful, For it was then 
thing commonly known, and 
onfirmed by example, Thar ic 
as lawful for a man to have ma- 
y wives. Therefore when a man 
by marciaye, gave the uſe of his 
Body to his wite, he did not lo 


ofForally give the lame, as to be- 


ave himlelt of all power to give 
t to other waves allo; which che 
WIYCS 
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wives knery well enough byrhe 
publick caltome rhen 1n force; 
and thereano the wives did = 
lencly give conſent, ſeeing their 
husbands fnarried them with this 
condition being underſtood. 
Their marriages theretore were 
oo0d and lawtul., 


Och. An hasband cannot mar- 
ry a ſecond wite wichout derri- 
ment to his firſt. Ir is not rhere- 
forecredible, that wives did in 
theur hearts. conſent, that their 


husbands ſhould marry others, 


Tel. It ispoſſible my wife may 
barren; in which caſe; it is 

r duty ro conſent that I ſhonld 
take another ; yea and of her own 
conſenrto exhort methereunto, 
as Sarab did of old. And if ſhe 
would not approve thereof, this 
will of hers were unjuſt, and (o ir 
were lawful for her hasband to 
_ another, comrary to \ het 
juſt mind, Alſo when a wo- 
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rime after ſhe is t to bed, 
ſeeing (he is then unfic tor procre- 
ation, as alſo when ſhe is old and 
ſick, her husband may withour 
injury ro her, have to do with 
a r wife; yea» thongh a 
mans wife were _ _ for 

ration, yer ſhe oughrto rake 
ISR 
company of her-husbaud ar fowe 

in times, as it Wwirh other 
om mpeg ſhe leave ir free 
for him ro enjoy rhe carnal ac+ 
quaitance of his other wives, * 


Och, Do you think ic _ 
for one wiſe to have many hns- 
bands? 


Tal, No. 


- Och, And yet there are fick 
Men, as well as fick women, Alſo 
* woman is able to have to do 
with more. men, thena man can 
with women, Whence it ſeems 
more juſt, for one woman to have 
divers husbands, or at lea2 lefle 

injult 
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injuſt, then for a man ro have 
many wives, 


Tel, Nay rather, ſince Matri- 
mony is chiefly ordained tor-pio- 
creation take, and .a man having 
many wives, may in a ſhort time 
have many more children, then a 
woman which has pluralicy, of 
husbands : ic is more equitable, 
chat a man have many wives,rhen 
chat a woman have many hus- 
bands. Burthe chief cauies why 
women may not haye many hus- 
bands ,' and yer men may have 
many.wires, 'are, theie,” Firltot 
np 4h ou it women (ſhould 
have many husbands, there would 
follow great diſturbance and con- 
tuhon in the world. For ſeeing 
no husband could certainly know 
that his children .are his ownbe 
mighr alwaies ſuſpeR, that whey 
were ſome other hasbands rather 
then his; and con'equently- he 
would not bring them up, nor in- 
firuR them, nor take ſuch cate 


+ for them, as wow hedoes,' know» i 


in? 


on, i» © Ty 4 ® 


x 


A Dialogue cf Polygamy, 


ing they are his own,chouyh born 
of divers wives, Perhaps alto 
being unaſſured that they are ms 
own , he would not make chem 
his Heirs, Another caute, why 
it is lawtul for mento have many 
wives, but not for women to have 
many husbands,is this ; The hus- 
band is his wivesHead,and has au- 
thority and command over her, as 
beivg her Superiour ; for which 
cauſe he may have divers w1-es, 
provided he can well rule and in- 
{iruQ chem all, -Nor is it a mon- 
firous, bur a comely thing for to 
have many members in one Body, 
though chere he but oneHead; bur 


Wit che Body ſhould have many 


Heads, it would be 2 monſter: So 
tor one husband ro have many 
wives, is not m6{trous;but for one 
ife to have many husbands , 1s 
monlirous. Andrherefore.as there 
ould be diſſention and diſcor1, 
tin one > were many 
ds,& they ſhould be of cotrary 
minds,as might well happen : to: 
onld chere be diicords,perturba- 
ons,and great inconveniences,if 
D W1.CsS 
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ſhould have plurality of huf- 
bands , ſeeing it might happen, 
that they ſhould will things con- 


rrary » and command their wives 
to do them, 


Och, 1f we regard diſcords and 
inconveniences, we ſhall finde 
they have been ſomerimes excee- 
ding great, becauſe one man has 
hadrwo wires: as we (ce in the 
exawp'e of Sarah & Hagar, Leab 
and Rachel, Hannah and Peninuah, 
and others, amongſt whom were 
continual diſſenhcns t web I con- 
ceive, God did therefore ſuffer, 
ro ſhew that he was not plealed, 
that one man ſhould have more 
then one wile, 

Tel. Although among the frft- 
born, and other brethren, ma- 
ny times grievious diſcords have 

- aroſe, as appears in Cain and eA- 
bel ; Eſau, and Jacob, and many 
Yorthers: it is nor therefore dil- 
pleaſing to God, that - Farhers 
ſhonld have many Sons: As al'o 
beryeen 
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berween Mothers in Law, and 
Daughters in Law, though there 
is many times lirrle quier , yer is 
not Matrimony therefore dit- 
pleaſing ro God, In like manner, 
alrhough among divers wives of 
the ſame Husband, there has fel- 
dom bin good agreement, yer 
cannot either Marriage in gene- 
ral, or marriage of ſundry wives 
be condemned ; bur only choſe 
wives, who were not ſo well diſ- 
poſed asthey ought to have bin. 


Oth, Chriſtians ought in chis 
life ro be contemners of plea- 
ſures, and to have more of che 
Spirir,then tho'e men had, which 
livea under che old Teſtamenr, 
And therefore, though They had 
many wives, one a peece ought 
verily tocontent Us, 


Tel, I have already declared, 
and told you, tocohabitwirh plu- 
rality of Wives , is no unlawful 
ching,and chat ic may confiſt wich 
the. greateſt degree of faich and 
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perfeftion. And therefore Ican- 
not tell how you canbe aſſured, 
that ſome Chriſtians are nor call- 
ed by God, to cohabic with divers 
wives, as well as ſome Jewes of 
old were called by Him chereun- 
tO, 


Och Say what you will, to have 
more wives then one, 1s athing 
filthy and diſhoneR, 


Tel, There are two things 
hich bring you inco that error, 
The farit 15 cultome; for it it were 
the Cultom for men to have more 
then one, it would nor ſeem to 
you blameworthy, Another is a 
teigned kind of holinels , which 
makes the having more wives 
then one, ſcem ro you unlawful, 
though ir be no whit repugnant 
to the holy Scriptures, Yea, and 
thoie that have more wives then 
one , are wont to be more grie- 
vouſly puniſhed, then they ſhould 
be, it they kept a thouſand Cons 
cubines, 

Och, 
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Och, "Tis hard for one man ro 
content one woman, and you 
would have it lawful for him to 
have more, 


Tel, An Husband is nor obli- 
ged to larishe all che carnal de- 
hres of his wite, bur ſuch only as 
are moderated with reaſon, 


Och, Under the old Teſtamenr 
when there were few men in the 
world, it was peradventure, ex+ 
pectent for 'men to have more 
wives ; bur now che wor'd is full 
of people, it 15 not expedient, 


Tel.1n the firſt place you know 
not, wherher men if they had 
more wives, would have mahy 
more Children then they havet of 
if they ſhould beger more Chil- 
dren bas is very likely Jhow know 
you that the fruirs of the Earth 
will not (uffice to afford them all 
that ſhall be neceſſary for rheic 
livelihood, and all other occaſt- 
ons, For the ſame God thar gave 
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Our Ax- increaſe of men, would likewiſe 
thowr ſupp'y plenty of fruits ro nouriſh 
ſeems not and maintain chem, Bur ſuppoſe 
10 have you were aſſured they ſhould pe- 
heard or ri(h with famine, yer the ſouls of 
not ts menare of (o great price, that we 
have ſhould no wayes hinder their ex- 
thought, iltence, elpecially it we becalled 
when he thereto by God, as tho holy 
wrote menof old were, who had plura- 
thus, of lity of wives, 
the New- 
found World, nor of many largt Tralls of 
grourd in ungatia, 4nd other parts of Ev- 


rope wpeopled, 


Och, Tnthe'e dayes a Chriſtian 
* ought not to have plurality of 
wives, tor no other caule,at lea(t 
coavoid the offence which might 
thence ariſe, ſeeing all Chriſtians 
do account the having. of more 
wives then ome, to be amo fil- 
thy and Diabolical thing, 


7 
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Tel, Even as, although men 
ſhould account Matrimony an 
unlawfal thing, yer ought you nor 
to be moved with their offence 
taken thereat, bur co marry, if 
need were : (o ought you to mat- 
ry more then one. if need be, or 
you be called thereunto by di- 
vine 1mpulle. 


Och, A (ingle man might indeed 
im ſuch acaſe marry, to avoid for- 
nication, alchough men ſhould be 
therewith offended , e'pecially, 
being called by God thereunto. 
Bur he that has one already needs 
not marry another, nor will God 
thereuncocall him, 


Tel, Nay verily; if his wife be 
fick, or other impediments (hall 
happn , {o that he cannot enjoy 
her, and be incontinent , he mult 
of neceſſity, to avoid fornication, 
marry another, Add hereunto, 
that God does not call mento 
marry , only tor the avoidance of 
forgication ; bur chiefly tor pro- 


pa* 
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pagat ion, as of old he called A- 
aham, and other holy men, 


Och, Shall T make it Clear and 
manifeſt royou, that the having 
more wives then one, is a thing 
forbidden > Chriſt ſayes, if any 
” man put away his wiſe, ſave for a- 
dultery, and ſhall marry anothet, 
he commits adultery, Bur if a 
man might have more wives then 
one he thould not commit adu!- 
rery, as Chrilt layes, whether he 
pur away his former wife, or no, 


Tel.No man czn expound thoſe 
words of Chriſt, berter then Chriſt 
himlelf, who im another place ex- 
plaining the faid woras , layes, 
Who'oever ſhall pur away his 
wife, {ave for adultery, cauſes her 
to commit adultery, that 18 ro ſay, 
he gives occaſion ro his wiſe, 0 
unjuſtly 'purt away4ro commit A+ 
dulrery, For the wife being by 
rhar meanes deprived of her true 
Husband , cannot marry any 0+ 
cher, her former Husband livingj 

bue 
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bur ſhe ſhall commir adultery, 
Chritt does not therefore ſay,If a» 
. man pug away his wife, not for 
adulrery, and marries another, he 
commirs adultery ; but that he 
eives occaſion to his repudiated 
wife to commir adultery, 


Och, Both Matthew, Mark, 
and Lube record, that Chrilt (aid, 
K any man = away his wife,and 
marry another, he commits adult- 
tery , that isto lay , by marrying 
that other, Bur it his incent was 


to ſhew, that by unjuſtly pacing” 
her away, he gave her occaſion to 
commir adultery; it had been ſuf- 
ficient to have ſaid, If any one pur 
away his wie; not ad ng, and 


marry another .Chrilt therefore by 
thoſe word: of his in che fifth of 
Matthew, did not imendco ex- 
plain chac paſſage, which ts recor- 
Ced in the 19, Chaprer of the ſaid 
Evan.cliſt : on'y he laid, If any 
pur a \ ay his wite,nox for adalre+ 
ry, he makes her to commrr 1dal- 
rery. But inthe 19. of Afatthew, 
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he ayes anotherrhing, viz. that if 
he marcy another an the ſame 
kind, he commits Adu'tery, þbe- 
caule the firſt was his wife,and he 
©0ght nor to have more then one, 
Add hereunto , that the words of 
Chrilt in his Sermon upon rae 
Mounr, were uttered before rhoſe 
were , by which he anſwered che 
Phariſes, when they asked him, 
Whether a man for every cauſe 
might put away his wife, Tho'e 
former werds therefore cannot be 
an Expoſition of thoſe were (poke 
aſcerwards, 


Ts, Whether the latter words 
were an Expoſition of the former 
or no ; it {atishes me, that his 
meavzyg is one and the ſame in 
borh places, vis, that if any man 
put away his wife withour juſt 
caule, he occahons hereo commir 
AGcultery.And as ſorthoſe words, 
which inthe 19, Chaprer, are ad- 
ded over and above : Chriſt a- 
ded them ro ſheyy, that a wife un- 
yultly divorced, if ſhe marry ano- 

: ther 


Ss XX WW WW. AS WU 35 WW MY 


A Dialogue of Polygamy. 


ther man, commirs adulcery, 
though ar the ſame time her for- 
merHasband marry another wite, 
ſceing the firft Matrimony is not 
void; bur remains io fall force, 
His meaning therefore is this; 1f 
he pur her away unjuſtly , chough 
he marry another,yet he gives her 
that us aways occalion to com 
mic adulcery, 


Och, This interpretation of 
yours , is io forced and (irained, 
that it 4s in danger of breaking. 
Mozeover , we may ſee inCrea- 


ures irrational, that the Males 
have cheir Females, with whom 
alone they couple, as we ſee in 
Birds 3 and much ficter it is for 
men,elpecially Chriltians,to have 
the like, 

Tel, Thar is true only an ſuch 
like Creatures, vvhote propagati- 
oa is not very needtnl, to the 
mainr-n2nce of the lite of man, 
Bu: if y-v vbEerve,youſhall hind, 
that oneCock has many Hens,one 


Buti many Covves; and (o in 0- 
ther 
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ther Creatures which are profita- 
ble tro mankind, If rheretore God 
has ordained for the Commodt- 
ty of Man-kind , that one Cock 
ſhould have many Hens , much 
more has he ordained, thar one 
man ſhould have many wives, for 
the propagation of men, whom 
he (© highly prizes, and {o dearly 
lo.es, | 

Och, If none of thoſe live-Crea- 
tures you ſpeak of were gnelr, and 
they ſhould all converſe rogetber, 
you ſhould finde every male with 
his proper femalezand men ought 
to do the ſame mveh more. Brt 
now , many ot the males being 
vuelr and ſeparated, if one male 
coup'e, with drvers females ; it 
tollowes not therefore, that it 
(hould be lawful for one man to 
have many Wives, God put into 


the Ark of Noah, jult 16 many 


males as females, to ſhevy thar e- 


very male ovght to have only his 


own f:ngle fernale, 
Tel, 
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Tel, If there were in the world 
as many Men as Women, I con- 
leis 1t were expedient, that-every 
man ſhould have his own ſingle 
Wite, Burt ſeeing the number of 
Women 1s greater, I conceive x 
fir, rhat one man have many 
Wires ; for it is not in vain, that 
God makes more Women... If 
there were'in the World, for ex- 
ample ſake , only three hundred 
Women, and as many men, and 
every man ſhould have one Wo- 
man, they could not {o (oon pros 
pagate their kind: as if of fix hun» 
dred,four hundred were Women, 
and.rwo hundred men, every one 
of which ſhould have divers Wo- 


men, For this caule therefore, 


Ged ordained, that the number of 
Women, {Rould be yrearer then 
the number of Men, The life of 
one Man equalls rhat of ewe Wo 
men, 


Och, 


GI 
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Och. In the ficit place, 16do not 
beliexe thar you know rhere are 
more Women mm the World chen 
men, Perhaps it ſeemes © to you, 
becauſe commonly we rejoyce at 
the bacch of Boyes, and grieve ar 
rhebicch of Gicles. , Bur chough 


. there be more Women born into 


the World,yer they live not long 
for the molt part, by reaſon of rhe 
more render contiirutzon of their 
bodies. Add bereunroy that many 
more men periſh chen women,by 
Warres,Shipwrack,and the Sword 


of jaffice : that reaſon therefore 
does \not proce Polygamy or plo- 
Taliry of Wives, Moreover , the 
love ot carnal — amolt yz- 


olent paſſwon: and if diſhonett 
love cannot epdure a Rival, mach 
lefle can chat which is hone(t p 


T4, Holy love rarher extends 
to all, even our enemies; 


Och, Jacob was an holy man, 
and he loved barren Rachel,more 
then fruitful Leah, So allo Helka- 


nah 
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nah loved Hamahb that was bats 
ren,more then Pexinuab that was 
fruitful. Solomon allo laid,that his 
beloved was one. Ir is therefore 
an hard thing,to ſhare out a mans 
loveamong!t many Wives, which 
notwithitending, mult be done in , 
Polygamy, When a man has bar 
one Wie , mutual love is better 
preſerved , then if he had more; 
and it any falling our happen, re- 
conciliation is more cafily made, 
Where there are many Wives, 
there are divers underſtandings, 
divers Confiitutions,D iftrations 
and Diſcords, 


ww 3 


A 


Tel, V{ there were a call from 
God, there would be bis bleſſing, 
Polygamy 1s no enemy to charity. 
And therefore if any man ſhould 
have plurality of Wives,and love 
were wanting berween themthac 
were not the fault of Polygamy, 
bur of the ſaid Wives, 
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Och. If the filthy love of an 
Haclort, is oftentimes the _ 
that 


: 
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that a man is content with her a- 
lone, much more ought the holy 
love of Wedlock, work the ſaine 
cefteR, 


Tel, We ſee that filthy lore is 
more effeual in ſome perſons, 
then holy love is in others: as al- 
ſo in like manner , luperſticion 
produces more good works in 
ſome, then true Religion IN ©» 
thers : all which comes to paſſe, 
by the inftinc of Sathan, 


Och, That plurality of Wives, 
Is a _ contrary to Natural 
Realon, hereby appears, in that 
all Nations have alwayes abſtiin- 
ed therefrom, as from athing un- 
lawful, 


Tet, You know that the light 
of nature, thar is ro ſay; the Law 
which ts 1mprinced inthe hearrs 
of men, is the gift of God, and 
that ic 15 jut, and that the Law of 
eAſsſ"s 15 nor contrary thereono, 


but an explanation iticreat For,tt 
th! 
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the Law of Moſer were contrary 
thereunto, God would be contra- 
ry co himſelf, ſeeing both proceed 
from God, or rather, both are one 
and the ſame Law. And therefore 
if plurality of Wives, had bin con- 
trary to the judgemenc of right 
Reaſon : neirher would Moſes ve- 
rily 'have diſſembled rhe ſame; 
neither  wonld thoſe moſt holy 
Patriarchs have uſed the ſame; nor 
would God have born with ir, 
God by Meſes commanding the 
Jewes, that when they came1nto 
the borders of the Genciley, they 
ſhould not "imitate their vices, 
would have named Polygamy , a+ 
mong other vices, if it. had bin 
unlawful; and he would have for- 
bidden the ſame by Aoſes, which 
nevertheleſs, he did'not do. WE 
no where read, that -ever God 
puniſhed any man for having pln- 
raliry of Wives, n-r that he evec 
did by his Prophets, threaren ſuch 
as had many Wives. If you would 
have "the manners of the Gen- 


tiles, robe your rule and law, yort 
(hall 
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ſhall finde amongſt them much 
wickedneſs, whereas you 
-— z that p het” ah abhorred 
Polygamy, that is falle, as appeares il, 
by the awes. Alſo Chremes had | 
two Waves, ifwe will believe Te-ff 
rence? allo Boacem, as Saluft re-Yj 
lates; in a word, Socrates himſ(eli, 
who notwithſtanding,was the wi- 
ſelt of men, and had much of rhe 
hghc of nature, 


Och, Even wiſe men ſome- 
times do amils. 


Tel, Never any man condem- 
n2d,or reprehended Socraxes, for 
having two Wives, although for 
other things he hath been con- 
demned, Whar needs many 
words? Pelygamy was uſed as a 
good thing, and very proficab'e to 
Man-kind , by furthering propa- 

ation,not'only amongrhe Jewes, 
ut allo amnng the Perſians , and 
the Turks likewiſe. Only in Ex- 
rape it has been bateful ; inwhich 
Exrope, vixe has abounded, if nor 


mores; 
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more, yet not a whit leſſe, then in 
all ocher parrs of the world, Nay, 
& inthe days of-0'd, Polygamy was 
commended.even in Exrope, On- 
ly they would not have in one 
houſe many Mittreſſes to rule the 
"E Family, which was a thing con- 
vcnient to avoid confuſion, 


* Och, Iwill never confeſs, thar 
itis 4 good thiug, to haye many 
wives, | 


Tel, That is, becauſe yon con- 
ceive it is anunlawtal conjunRi- 
on » and you are overspowered 
with an old cuſtome among che 
vulgar; which in traſt of time, 
has wone the favour ofthe com- 
mon/people, and the Magiſtrates: 
by which it comes co paſſe,thar 
the common opinion prevails 
more with you then the cruch 
it ſelf, 


Och. Bur what do you fay to 
the Imperial Laws, whixh are 


againſt you ? 
F | Tel, 
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Tel, In what place ? 
Och, Firlt of all, rhe Emperors 


D'ocletianus and Maximinus, do 
fordid Pelygamy, in theſe words: 
That no man within the jurid tow 
of the Roman Empire can have twi 
w:ves: ſeeing alſo in the Edits of the 
Przror, ſuch men are branded with 
infamy : which thing a juſt Judge, 
will not ſuffer ts go nnpuniſhed, Al. 
ſo, in the ſame. Code : That may 
doubtleſs thar has two wives at once, 


is accompanyed with infamy, 


Tel. The Authors of the hiſt 
Laws, as you ſay,were Diocletianu 
and Maxtimings ; the other is ta- 
ken out of a certain Reſcript 0: 
Valerianus and Galienns, 


Och, Ic isſufficient, that being 
Emperors, they had power to 
make Lays, 


It is to be obſerved, that in 
their daies, the condition of Ma- 
1 [rImony), 
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rimony, inthe Heatheniſh Em- 
pire was fuch, that any man 
might pat away his wiſe for light 
nd frivolous cauſes, and keep 
oncubines without any ſhame. 
Howbeit, they had neicher the 


 'Fname, nor authoricy of wives, 


e Emperors therefore thus de- 
reed, not becauſe they thouzhe 
olygamy was unlawfal, ſeeing 

they allowed many lawful Con- 
ubines ; bur they judged ir fir, 
chat only the firſt ſhould have the 


title and authority of a wite, eſpe-, 


cially ſeeing they might Divorce 
her 1t ſhe pleaſed them nor, 


Och, Bur we ſee that Concu- 
dines were forbidden by the Em- 
"ſperor Conſtantine, 


Tel, If you well weigh his 
words, you will find that his in- 
tent was, that itſhould be unlaw- 
ful for him that had a wite to 
have Concubines; not that it was 
wholly un!awtul, bur he might 
pot have them with him, that 15, 

in 
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in his own Houſe, where his wife 
dwelt, viz, to avoid brawlings, 
diſcords and coutentions, Bur 
out of his houſe, he mighr have as 
many as he would, Moreover, 
the Roman Emperor Valentianss, 
having the ſame Authority and 
power, did not only permir ſach 
as had wives to keep Concubines, 
bur many wives alſo at che ſame 
time, in che ſame houſe, all dig- 
nityed by the ſame name and ot 
equal authoricy: and Yalentia- 
xs himſelf, at the fame time had 


cvers wives; and therefore by 
the Law of Yalentianss, which was 
afrerwards made, the former Law 
of Conſtantire was abrogated, 


Och, Bur J«ſtinian in his Cod:, 
makes no mentiaen of that Law 
of Valentianss. 


Tel, Yet that Law of his was, 
doubtleſs, publiſhed, as appears 
by the Hittories, Addhercunto, 
that beſides Yalentianss, it is ap- 
parent, that Conſtantivs allo the 

Son 
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Son of Conſtantine the great , had 
many wives, Clorarns alſo King 
of France,and Heribertus and Hy- 
pericns his Sons, had plurality of 
wives, 1 add Pip» and Charles, 
the Great, of whom Krſpergenſis 
witneſſech , that they had more 
wives then one ; Yea, and Lota- 
rs, and the ſon of Lotarins : as 
alſo Arnelphas the ſeventh Empe- 
ror of Germany,and Frederick Bay- 
baroſſa, and Philippus Deodatus 
King of France , and many more. 
Nor wall I deny, that it 1s a wick- 


ed thing to do as lomedo, who 
having wives, leavethem, travel 
into {trange Countries, and mar- 
ry others, But I ſpeak of ſuch as 
take care of both their wives, and 
are thereunto called by God. 


Och, You ſuppoſe that which 
never was in the world, viz. That 
any man ſhould be called by God 
to have two WIVES, 


Tel. Even as Abraham, ] cob, 
and many others were _ by 
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God thereunto, ſo may we. Nor 
do I ſee, why they had more need 
of this Remedy then we, nor 
why it was rather their duty 
to beget and bring up a numerous 
progenie, then ours, 


Och, Conſtantine will not have 
men to keep plurality of wires, 
nor will the Emperor that now 
reigns, | 


Tel. Tell me what is juſt and 
fic, and not what men will. The 
Law of nature is unchangeable, 
And it in the daies of Abraham, 
it was agreeable to reaſon,to have 
plurality of wives, as a th:ing ho- 
neſt and jult ; otherwi'e, we may 
aflure our ſelves Abraham would 
not have married above one; 
and therefore we mult confeſle, 
Thar it is atthis day a thing br 
and juſt, and fo ic was in the 
daies of Conftantine, For tough 
he were anEmperour,yct couldhe 
not make thatto be unjult which 
was jult in ucielf; Doubcleſs that 

ancient 
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ancient Church of Chriſt, had the 
knowledee of divine matters; and 
yer neither that Church, nor the 
Empeross of thole times, did 
condemn or puniſh Polygamy.Bur 
men had rar! er ſeem to be good, 
then be {o indeed, fnce they are 
ſo great haxers of pluralicy of 
Wives, but not of Adultery, Fi- 
nally, ro condemn Polygamy, is 
for a man to prefer himlelt before 
God , who never condemned the 
ſame, and to firive to be more 
perte& then he, I ſpare to ſay,thar 
I may nor allow of the Layes of 
the Emperors , in caſes of Mactg- 
mony; ſeeing they refer the buſt- 
neſs rothe Ecclehaltick Lawes, 


Och, If you will be tryed by 
ahem, Iam Victor, 


Tel,Bring one (ano that makes 
for you. 

Och, In the times of che Fa- 
thers, Polygamy was accounted (0 
hilthy,and io nocoriouſly and ma- 
nifelily abominable, that they did 

L nc. 
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not think fir to condemn it by 
yords, 


Tel. Bur I, for my part,am ve- 
rily perſwaded, that tho(e Fathers 
of rhe ancient Church, were con- 
rented with the Canon of Paul, 
who would have the Miniſters of 
the C hvrch, ro be contented with 
one Wiſe ; not becau'e, it was in 
ie ſelf unlawful ro have mgre, bur 
rhar they might rhe betrer execure 
thelr Ofhce : bur he allowed 0- 
thers ro live, according as they 
found them'elves inwardly mo- 
ved by God, 


Och, And yet plurality of wives 
was forbidden in the third and ſe- 
venth Neoceſarienfian Councel, 


Tel, 1 fay, it was never for- 
bidden, neither in them, nor it; 
any other, 


Och, Snre Tam, they ordained 
a penalty for Pelygamiſts , which 
they would never have done, un- 
leſs 
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leſs rhey had counted ir unlawful 
ro have more Wives then one, 
Moreover, they forbad alt Prietts 
to be _preſenc at the mariage of 


him, that would have more wives 
then one, 


Tel. Trae , bur they did not 
forbid Polygawry it lelf, 


Och. They forbid it ſufficient- 
ly, when they ordained punith- 
menrs for it, 


Tel. Though you read all the 
Councels over, you ſhall never 
finde Polygamy forbidden, Nor 
can that be ſaid ro be the reaſon, 
becaule rhey conceived, it was 
forbidden in the holy Scriptures. 
For, neither is it forbidden, as we 
have ſhowne already : and inthe 
17, Canon of the Apoſtles, it is 
decreed , that a man havingrtwo 
Wires, ſhould be removed from 
the Epiſcopal andPriettly FuanRt- 
on, and from all other Ecclehaſti- 
cull Offices, Bucif the Authougs 

E 3 .of 
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of thoſe Canons , had ſeen _ 
Polygamy was repugnant to the 
"6. _a- 4g to chark » and the 
common good of mankind ; they 
would have excommunicated 
ſuch as had two Wives:nor would 
they only have kept them from 
the Communion; but they would 
have alſo. puniſhed them grie- 
vouſly, But thoſe Apoltolical per- 
ſons, as Paxl had done before 
= did only forbid the Mini- 

ers of the Church to have more 
Wives then one, nor as if it were 


a thing wy yn to common 


honeſty ; bur becauſe it would 
Oraw them away, and divert them 
from ſpiritnal exerciſes, But be- 
cau'e aiterward, men began by 
liccle and lictle-ro turn afide from 
the right way, ſo that many now 
tell ro account Marriage unlaw- 
ful; they were not aſhamed to 
write, Thar a mans firſt Wife be- 
ing dead,it was Adultery and not 
Marriage, to take another: rouch- 
ing which matter, you may ſee 
what Gratian writes. So alſo Hie- 

rYOMe, 
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rome and Tertsllian interpret that 
ſaying of Paul and the Apoltles, 
as1f his intent had been, that he 
which had two Wives, though 
one after another, might not be a 
Miniſter in the Church of God:as 
alſo he that martied a Widow, or 
a divorced Wite , which is ob'er- 
ved at this day, by thoſe molt ho+ 
ly men (Sir Rererence) the Pa- 
pilts, who notwithſtanding, cre- 
are men of extraordinary and no- 
red filchineſs for their Biſhops, 
Bur mark whar I ſha'l ſay: the lite 
of a Courtier and a Souldier, is 
not finfu! in ir ſelf, bur many may 
be 'ca'led by God to embrace rhe 
ſame; andyerin the rwelith Ca- 
mn of the Nicene Councel 1t was 
decreed, hat thoſe men ſhould be 
ſeverely puniſhed , who having 
left the Watres , ſhou'd become 
Souldiers again; norwirhſtanding 
in tho'e rimes, Warre was ſeldom 
mide Pring againtIdolaters& In- 
fidels.In like manner,though they 
decreed penalties for (ſuch as had 
2, Wives; yer is not Bigamy there- 
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fore (inful, nor does it follow, but 
that many may by divine infinR, 
be called thereunto, There are 
many ſuch Canons ; eſpecially, 
concerning Matrimony , which 
want amendment ; nor are we 
tyed by any Canons, bur ſuch as 
hare their toundation inthe word 
of God, The Fathers hive ma- 
ny times erred, as being men,and 
ſometimes ſwarving from the rule 
ofGods word, Moreover,we ought 
to believe, that Paul _ the 
Epheſians (tor examples ſake) and 
the relt of che Churches, all chings 
neceſſary to ſalvation, as himſelf 
reſiifies ; and yer he taught them 
not , that any were to betyed to 
one Wife, excepting Minilters of 
the Church, 

Och, He might therefore per- 
ad. cnture do that , to the inten, 
thar others by their example, 
might by little and little, be 
brought to praRtuie the lame, 


Tel, | 
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Tel, In the firſt place, that 


which you ſay, is not founded up- 


on any word of God ; withour 
which, it ſeems to me an impious 
thing to bind mens Conſciences, 
Moreover, every thing that is 
convenient for Biſhops, ought 
not to be propounded, as an ex- 
ample for all co follow. 


Och, Yet is it much,co ſay that 
the Church has erred, for the 
ſpacg now of a thouſand two hun- 
dredyears,in puniſhing Bigamy. 


Tel, That error is not tobe at- 
tribured to the Church of God, 
bur ro men , who in the Church, 
have as much erred in forbidding 
Priefts ro marry; yea,and I woul 
have yon to take notice, that the 
Neoceſarienſian Councel decreed 
nor, that the ſecond Wite ſhould 
be divorced, nor that the (ſecond 
was no true Marriage, 


E 4 Och, 


79 


Lo 


A Dial»gue of Polygamy, 


Och, The Councel declared that 
ſufficiently , by decreeing penal- 
ties for ſuch as had ryo Wives. 


Tel. eAnſtin judges that man 
ro fin, who,having made a vow of 
chaſtity, marries a wife ; and yet 
he accounts it true marriage, and 
that it ought not to be made void, 
This Argument therefore, is of 
no force; the Councel enacted 
penalties for ſvch as had rwo 
wi-es; and therefore the iecond 
was na true Marriage, Moreover, 
thong h aboie a thouſand years are 
paſſed, fince penalties were en- 
ated againſt ſuch as had rws 
wives: yet 1s it not abore four 
hundred years, fince that decree 
was firlt received by the [ralians, 
Spaniards, and Germans, For it is 
bur an humane conſticution; and 
the Biſhops would have exclaim- 
ed agaiult Valentianws, for his pin- 
—_ bur that he had 
the holy Scriptures on his fide. 
And notwirthltandine , they re- 
prehended ſuch as had more then 
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one wife = Auſtin and Boniface 
did, as perions that ſeemed over 
indulgenc to the fleſh; rhey did 
nor therefore excommunicate 
them, or reckon them for ſuch as 
could not be ſaved, Ambroſe was 
a very ſharp Reprorer of fin; yer 
do we not any where read, that 
he reproved V alentinianus, for ha- 
ving two wires, Yea, andre faid 
Ambroſe , reprehending Ju#F:n4 
his ſecond wite ; for beingan Ar- 
rian, malt have reproved her allo 
for being notrue wife, but a Con- 
cubine,which notwithſtanding he 
did nor do. Tr is likewiſe recor- 
ded that Leo the fifth , when he 
heard rhat a certain Biſhop in A- 
frica had two wives, he only de- 
creed, that by reaſon ofthe words 
of Pax, he ſhould be degraded 
from that honour; bur not that 
he ſhould pat away his ſecond 
wite,or be otherwiſe puniſhed ior 
having two. Cregory likewiſe, 
Biſhop of Rome, wricing to Boni- 
face, who was (ent into Germany, 
£0:c ch Chriſtianity, an hundred 
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end twenty years after the Nati. 
Vity of Chritt, beſecches him to 
take care, that ſuch as had many 
wives,and ail were dead (ave one, 
might content themlelres with 
her alone, and marry no more, $0 
that h- exhorts men to ſhun plu- 
raiity of Wives, juſt as he ſhould 
exhort them ro embrace a lingle 
life; which can be underſtood [of 
none, bur ſuch as are called by 
God, to ſuch a kind of life, The 
errue Eccleſiaſtical Canons, which 
oblige us ro their obleri ance, are 
{vch as have their foundation in 
Gods word. Burzo to; read thar 
Epiſtle which Gregory the third of 
that name, Biſhop oft Rowe,wrote 
to the foreſaid Bonifacira, there 
you ſhall find him write, to this 
etc, 

If ary Man have a Wile,t#bich 
ly reaſon of ſome bedily tufirmi- 
ty, Cannot af ord ber Husband 
Gue hkenevolence, be ſball do well 
to al (t, untiomber.Fut ; f be can- 
wot contarn ( {or that is .; giſt of 


God 
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God rot gruen to al) it is better, 
that he jboul1 marry another 
wife, then burs ; provided, he 
althw bis firſt wife all neceſſary 
maintenance, Than which, what 
coul { be expreſſed more clear- 


ly 2 


Och, All chat you canſay,though 
you talk till Doomſday , wall 
never make me think ic fit, and 
lawtul for a Man t© have more 
then one Wile. 


Tel, Soppoſ there are more 
Women then Men, whae ſhall che 
poor Women do in this cale? 


Och. They muſt do, juſt as the. 
men ſhould do,in caſe there were 
many more Men then Women, 
v/z, pray to God to gire them the 
pitt of comtinence, 


Tel, In caſe a man isby God 


called to a married condition,ind , 


haclr not che gift of continence,to 
Ive 
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lice a firgle life , ic would be in 
vain tor him to pray to God, that 
he might have the gitt co . live 
without a Wiſe - for in my Opi- 
nion, he would never obtain his 
requelt, ſeeing God calls him: co 
matry. 


+ Och, The whole World has be- 
heved, thac pinrality of Wires 18 
nn!awtul, nor canany man have 
more then one Wite, without 
91+ing the greateſt offence imagt- 
nable, which all men ought to 
ſhun. Moreovet, it is the will of 
God, that we obey onr Magi- 
frates; and they are {o far from 
conſeming to Polygamy, that they 
will put hira co death y that (hall 
have more then on* wite, 


Tel, Bur nor, if he have many 
Concubines, or Whores, It any 
man being moved by divine in- 
fling, ro marry divers Wives,ind 
it ſhould be no fin ſoro do; it te 
matried them , it were a {candat 
taken (as the Schoo's ſpeak) and 
noe 
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not given, Alſo he mightzto avoid 
ſcandal, marry his lecond Wife 
privately, 


- Och, Bur ſcch things are hardly 
practicable ; and .f he ſhould be 
ofren ſeen in Company of his ſe- 
cond Wife , men would take of- 
tence, as (uppoling her to be his 
Concubine. I ſhall cherefore con- 
tinually exhort all men co avoid 
Polygamy ; and truly I exhorr you, 
to do rhe lame. The Papiſts chems- 
ſelves do vow to live hngle, and 
ſhall we that are regenerate,ſpirt* 
ual, and Evangelical men, marry 
more wives then one > 


Tel, Jait; And how honeſt,thart 
ſingle. life of theirs -is , all che 
World rakes notice, The Law tt 
ſeif condemns barren Matrimo- 
ny ; (ofar is it from not condem- 
mng voluntary and barren (ingle 
life. Now 1 ſpeak expreſly, of ſuch 
25 have nor the gift of continen- 
cy, nor are called roa ſingle life. 
The Romans did puniſh (uct. as 
lived 
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lived ingle, andrewarded thoe, 
who by abundance ot Children, 
did avgment the Common» 
wealth ; and Lycargus allo , and 
#lpianus decreed thelame, Now 
whar more bleſled a thing can 
there be, then the preſeriation of 
humane kinde > which would 
whoiy periſh, were 1t not for 
Marriage, A man cannot cranſ- 
mit to pol.erity,a more honoura*s 
ble memorial of his name, then 
by leaiing behind him Children, 
vuruoufly educated, And what 
greater tolly can be imagined, 
then under a ſhew of holineſs, co 
ſhun hoy Matrimony, as athing 
profane. which notwithſtanding, 
has bin ordained by God,is dicta- 
red by nature, periwaded by rea- 
ſon, conirmed G Chriſt, praiſed 
by Authours, ſacred and profane, 
commended by the Lawes, ap- 
proved by the conſent of all Nati- 
ons; and whereunto we are invi- 
red by the Eximp!les of good, and 
holy men? What moce barbarous 
and inhumane; then to loath Mx- 
t- 
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trimony » the defire whereof is 
implanted in us by naturezV Vhae 
more unthanktul to the common 
nature of the World and Man- 
kind, then nor to beger Children, 
25 our Anceltors and Parents have 
degorren us? For my part. I make 
account , that ſuch men are mur- 
therers of as many as ny might 
have berotren , in caſe they had 
embraced Matrimony;unleſs per- 
adventure , they are carried by a 
Divine Impulſeto lire fingle, 

Queſtionleſs , it is a kind of 
Man-ſ{laughter. not only by Medt- 
caments , to cauſe abortion and 
barrenneſs ; bur alſo, withour ve- 
ry juſt cauſe, co ſbun Marti. 
age. 


Och, I do nor condemn Ma- 
trimony , namely, rhe having of 
one Wite; but the having of rwo, 


Or more. 
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Tel. Bur what advice will yon 
ewe me? 


Och. That yon marry no more 
Wives, but pray to God forthe 
it of continence, 


Tel. Whar if he will not give 
ir me ? £ 


Och, He will, if you pray in 
Faith, 

Tel, Whar if he neither gire 
me the vifr, nor faith ro ask 
ir ? 


Och, 1f you ſhall then do thar, 
ro which God ſhall encline you, 
ſo thar you be ſure you are led by 
divine Infligation, you ſhall nor 
fin, For ir can be no Frrour, to 
odey God. Other advice I cannor 
erve you, And theretore I bid 
you farwel, and promi'e you, hat 
I will ſeek God in your be- 
half, - | 


Tel, 
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Tel, And that is it which Ibes 
ſeech you todo, that 1 may noe 
offend God ; but that I may give 
him all honour and glory,chroongh 
Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, Amon, 
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See my moſt dear friend 
Meſchiuns coming towards 
me ; and he ſeems co me by 
his carriage. to be, excee» 

ding (ad. Ihave agreat mind to 
go meet him, and ſee wherher or 
no I am miſtaken wn my con+ 
jeure, 1 wiſh youan happy days 
Sr, 
- Meſcb., Hicherto, truly, I 
have found ic very uphappy. Ok: 

ca. 
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Och, Why ſo? 


Meſch, 1am brimefull of grief, 
nor was I ever in my lite ſo po'- 
ſeſſed with trouble and ſadneſle, 
as now Iam. Andthis evil 15 ad- 
ded ro all the reft, that I cannor 
lay open my grief ; for if I could 
open my heart unto you, and d1:- 
cover that which perplexes me, 
I ſhould ſeem in lome meaſure 
to b: disburrhened and refrcihed, 
Bur my calamity 1s lo foul, that 
it is not fit to be related to any 
man, bur ought rather co be buri- 
ed infilence; 


Och, Are you ignorant that 
you and I are all one? and that all 
affairs, boch proſperous and ad- 
verſe, ought ro be common 
among friends > And thereſore 
it you communicate your ſecrets 
to me, you do not acquaint ano- 
ther thereyich,but your own elf, 


Meſch, 
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Meſch, Bur there is rf ceme: 
dy in the world for my calamity, 


Och, Perhaps there is. Do bur 
open you mind to me: for you 
ſhall finde me your ſecret and 
fichul friend, 


Meſch. 1 took my wite in the 
at of Adultery with another 
many which, rorments me the 
more, becauſe Lalwaies loved her, 
and ſhould have believed any 
thing. rather then that ſhe wou!d 
have deal ſo by me, 


Och, Oh firange ! Truly I am 
exceedingly ſorrowful , but there 
is a Remedy, 


Meſch, What is that? 
Och. Divorce, 


Meſch, 1f 1 might do it religi- 
oully, 


Och, Why ſo ? 
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Meſth. Becauſe ſacred Marri” 
meny cannot be diflolved, 


Och, Trae, if there be no adul- 
cery commirred, 


Meſch, Dare youthen fayzthar 
Marriape, a thing ſo holy and di- 
vine, may be diiſolved by Adulte- 
ry? io chat men being thereby 
freed,may marry other women ? 


Och, 1for my part have ſaid it, 
& will ay it again,and and to it: 
& that you may perceive the truth 
of what I ſay, 1 will ſhew you the 
reaſon of ir, A woman in the 
matrimomall contract, gives up 
the honelt ule of her Body to her 
husband, promiſing that no man 
while he lives ſhall haverhe nſec 
thereot beſides himſelf: and the 
man does the like by his wife, 
For this cau'e Pas! (ates, that the 
Wife bas not power over ber own bo+ 
dy, but the husband: and likewiſe, 
that the hushand has not power over 
his own body, but the wife, It 
therefore 
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therefore the wiſe break her pro- 
miſe, and faich made co her bus- 
band, as yours has done, having 
g- the uſe of her Body to ano- 
» contrary to her Covenant 
made with you ; in rhiscale the 
husband is tree and difingaged, 
ſo that he may grant the honeſt 
uſe of his Body to another wo- 
man, joynedto him in Marriage, 
Meſch, When men in cove- 
nanting, do give or promi'e any 
thing pon conditions there 15 no 
neſtion, bur the. condition be- 
ing unperformed, the promile or 
Conation becomes invalid : But 
if the Promiſe or Donation be 
made without any condition, ir 
is alwaies valid, though one of the 
parties break their faich, And be- 
cauſe in Matrimony, an honeſt uſe 
ofthe Body is promiſed, both by 
the wife and busband , wirhour 
apy manner of condition, it tol- 
lows, That —_ che one fallt- 
fies his or her faith , yer 15 not the 
other party freed from the En- 


menr, 
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Och, Do you then think that the 
hnsband promiſes the ule of his 
Body to his wife perpetually, 
without any condition , viz, 
Though ſhe * ſhall behave her 
ſelf perfidionſly rowards her hus- 
bafid ? 


Meſch, Yes. 


Och. But in the matrimoniall 
contract, doubtleſle, neither faies 
tothe other : I do for ever give 
yon the uſe 6f my Body, notwich- 
ſtanding that you prove unfaichtu! 
ro Mme. 


Meſch. Nor is it thus ſaid 1 
give you the ule of my Body, for 
ever, upon this condition, That 
you prove fairhful ro me, Bur 
this, doubrleſs, ought to be- the 
mind of each of them, vis, to 
give the other the uſe of his or her 
Body for ever, whether he or ſhe F 
ſhall prove faithful, or no ? | 


Och, And how know you thar, 
J 
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I pray you? Ific were neceſſary 
thar Matriage ſhonld be contract- 
ed in ſa-h a lenſe;ir ought to be (© 
expreſſed in the Contric, which 
norwithſtanding is nor \done. 
And it ir were {o,char theſe words 
ſhould be uſed : I give thee the 
uſe of my Body for ever, though 
thou ſhouldeſt prove unfaithful ro 
me,th r would be very few, that 
could be content (o to be bound, 


Meſch,. Therefore it is, that 
no ſuch expreſſion is uſed, leſt 
one ſhould girethe other occa(i- 
on of breach offaich,and to chinks 
A'though I ſhall break my croth 
plighred, yer cannot he or ſhe de- 
ny me the ule ot his or her Body, 
ſeeingir has been given me with- 
our any condicion, Bur they 
oughr doubrleſſe, both of chemro 
be of that mind, 


Och, Bur 1 beliere rhere are 
few, that contrat Matrimony in 
luch a ſenſe, as thar'| rhey will ne- 
ver deny the uſe of theic Body to 
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the party with whem they con- 
craft, though that party ſhould 
prove unfairhful, Burt, go to; 
chink you nor,that it is Jawſul for 
you,atter you have taken her inA- 
dultery, ro ſeparate your ſelf from 
her tor a time, and not ro medde 
wich her, bur to deny her the u'c 
of your Body; yet 10 as to re- 
main bound, as before, in rhe 
bonds of Matrimony, not being 
in a capacity £9 marry agcther 
woman ? | 


Meſch, That, Tconceive, I may 
lawtully do; provided. that the 
Matrimony be not diſſolved, 


Och, Yet, according to your 
own words, you married her up- 
on ſuch tearms, and wirh ſuch a 
mind, as that you gare her the 
ule of your Body without any 
condition, ſothat you could not 
deny the ſame, though ſhe ſhould 
proce unfaithful unto you, 
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Meſch. In the matrimonial 
Concract , Igaie mywite the uſe 
ot my Body, both without con- 
dition,and upon condition, as ſhe 
alſo did ro me Without conditt- 
on, inas much as I promitled, that 
I would nc.er, fie living, engage 
the nſe of my Body, nor once 
grant the ſamryto arother; al- 
thongh my wile ſhould carry her 
ſelf unfaichtully cowards me, 
Again, I gave the lame vpon con+ 
dition in as much as Iyave it 
with this Proviio, that ſhe ſhon'!d 
be faichtul come: ' therwike, that 
it ſhould be in my power to de- 
prive her thereof ior a time ; and 
the (elf lame, my wite promiled to 
me, And thi: 0:ght to be enongh 
to preſerve \uch as marry from 
Adultery, beſides other cau'ey 
both Divine and humane, where- 
with they ought to be mored, ro 
abtarn from 1o great a wicked- 
n:ſle, 


Och. But this imagination of 
yours 15 builr and founded in the 
F 2 Aire, 


IO 


Matth.s, 
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Aire,and contrary both to the ho- 
ly Scriptures and right Realon, 
And that it 1s, in the firlt place, 
contrary to the word of God, is 
clearly ſeen from the words of 
Chritt, who thus ſpeakes, Tos 
have heard bow it is (tid, He that 
will put away his wife, let hum give 
her a Bll of D-vorce, But I ſay wn. 
ro you, be that ſhall put away bi 
wife ( [ave in the caſe of Adultery ) 
cauſes her to commit Adultery: 
and be that marries her that is put 
away, commits Adultery, From 
thele words of Chriſt, it follows, 
that if the wite be an adulrreſs,the 
maTriage is difſol.ed ; and the 
Man may without finne marry 
another woman, which he could 
pot do, it he ſhould put her away 
for other cauſes belides Adul- 
rery, 


' Meſch, Bur there is no menti: 


on ct this matter, in the Golſpe! 
of John, 


Och, 
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Och, And what then I pray 
you? Will you therefore deny 
that thoie words were ſpoken by 
Chriſt, and accuſe the other Evan- 
geliſts for liars > Chriſt wrought 
many miracles, which are not 
written in the Goſpel of Jobs ; 
and did not Chriit therefore work 
rheſaid miracles, becauſe John has 
made no mention of them ? Job» 
in his Goſpel, did not writ: al! 
the miracles and workes that 
Chriſt did, nor all the words 
which heſaid; yet ovght we not 
a whit the leſſe to believe, that 
he did thoe miracles and workes, 
and ſpake rhoſe words, of which 
the other Evangelitis havemide 
mertion, than if they were like - 
wie wricten in the Go'pe! of 
] obn, 


Miſch, But what will you an- 
{wer to this, that it is by Mark, 
and Luke reported, that Chrilt 
ſhou'd tay , If ay man ſhall pre 


away his wife and marry another, 
he us 4n Adylterer, without adding 
F 3 any 
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any exception of Adultery, or any 
other .hing, 


Och. And what of all thar? 
W11l you theretore lay, that Mar- 
thew added that exception tou: h- 
ing the wiyes adultery, from his 
own head, 


Meſch, Nay rather, Will you 
ſay, that thoſe other rwo Evange- 
lits, have ſo deiivered in writing 
the Enrtence of Chnit, in a marrer 
of ſuch moment, as to leave his 
ſpeech maimed, and detract from 
his wards ? 


Och, Matthew rela*er, that 
Chrilt ſaid touching John Baptiſt, 
that among all boyn of women, noue 
was greater then he: And Luke, 
that ne Prophet had been grea- 
ber then he; Now it Chrilt had 
uttered thoe words rwice, it 
might be alledged, That at one 
time ne {aid « greater, and at ano- 
ther time 4 greater Prophet, Bur 
like it is, that be ſpake thoſe 

words 
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word: but once, And therefore 
we malt think, that euh.r Lake 
added that word Prophet of his 
own head-: or, that Matthew 
omitred the ſame. And becaule 
It is more credible, that Matthew 
omitted, lomewhat, then that 
Exks ſhould add any thing, we are 
ro believe char Chrlt ſaid, there 
bad been no greater Prophet. Like- 
wile, in this caſe we ought rather 
fo think, that tho'e two Evanye- 
Tits omuted that exception 
rouching, Adultery, then thar 
Matthew did add the ſame. So 
thatwe mult confeſſe, that it was 
netered by Chriſt, Bur, ler us 
ſuppo'e that Chriſt (21d it nor, and 
that. Adatihew added it; in fuch 
a caſe, we mult certainly conleſie, 
eiher that Matthew wrote by the 
Ipitin& of Ehivt, as bis Inilry- 
ment and Member; and that ir 
is therefore of as much authocicy, 
as if Chriſt himlelf had ſaid ir :. os 
that Matthew added it of his 
own head; and fo all the autho- 
ticy of the Evangeliſts falls ro the 
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eround which were a great wick- 
ednefle ro ſay. And therefore, we 
mult confeſs, that thoſe words are 
rene, as they are recorded by 
Matthew, 


Aeſch, That'we ' may rightly 
vnceritand the holy Scriptures, 
the circumPances are diligently 
ro be confidered, Matthew wrote 
his Gotpel ro the; Jewes, who be- 
cauſe they were” accuftomed” to 
Divorce their wives at pleafure ; 
he care allowance to rhem', 4s 
men vpperfeR, to pur away their 
wi-es for Adultery, But Mark 
and Luke, becauſe they wrote to 
the Greeks and Gentiles, who 
were not wont npon ſuch flight 
rerms, to put away their wives as 
the Jewes were, they did not per- 
micthemro put them away. AnJ 
becau'e we are ſpruns ſrom the 
Gentiles, ir is unlawtul for us io 
pat them away. 


Och, 


A D. alogue of Divorce. 


Och. In the ficit place, How 
you come to know-that Matthew 
wrote his Goſpel in Hebrew, I 
know not. Bur ſuppoſe irbe lo, 
as ſome gice ont, it does nor 
theretore tollow , that he wrote 
only to the Jewes, If Matthew 
when he wrote his Gotpel, had 
wrote an- Epiſtle to the Jewes,. 
and that rouching matters con- 
cerning them-alone,. there were: 
ſomewhat inthar yon (ay.. But he 
in his Golpel relates the Nartiviry, 
Eife, Dearh, and Relurre&ion of 
Chr 't, what he (aid, and did, and 
ſuffered, tor the profit and good, 
not ofthe Jewes only, burof all 
Mankinde, And therefore, as 
Chrilt forbad it ro all men;though 
principally ro<h2 Jewes: even 
{o al'o Marche w wrote is Go'pel 
roall,. Otherwiſe, we mult con- 
feſſe , that the. other. Evavgelilts 
alſo, wrote only to the Genrles, 
and+nor ro+the Jewes likewile, 
Yea verily, and tne Epiſtle whictt 
Paxl wrote unto the R 24ans;fjece- 
wg it was not writtenconcermng 
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matters belonging rothem alone, 
both was and wiil be uſeful ro the 
whole world: Even lo, the Do« 
Arine'ot each of the Evange'itis, 
is profirab'e for all men, Add 
hereunto, that it what you have 
{aid be true, ic ſhou'd be lawtul 
tr Jewes being turned C'rifli+ 
ans to put away their wires for 
Adaltery ; but not tor the Gen- 
tiles : and io Chriſt ſhonld nor 
have taken away the parrition 
wall rhrough his fleſh, nor abolt- 
ſhed th: enmiry ,  eren” the 
Law of Commandments contat- 
ned in Ordinances, for to make 
in himſelf ol rwain one newman, 
ſo making peace; hd thar he 
might reconci'e both -nneo God 
in one Body, Alſo, that ſhowld 
be falie which Pax! wrires, where 
he ſaies, that i Cbr;ft Jeſus there 
« mither Jew wer, Gent.le, 


Meſch, Are you jonorant, that 
Chritt wills and commands, rhat 
whom Ged hat joyned repether, ii 
Martia:e, woman ſbould ſeprrate? 

An 
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And wilt you fay, That is is law- 
*Avll for me. .ro. put away wy 
wile? -; 


Och. 1s not the Pope a man? 


AMeſch,. Without all queſtion 


Och, How comes it then to 
paſſe, that he ſeparaces whom 
God has joyned cogethgr 18 Mar- 
riage ? 


Aſ:ſch, Aker what manner? 


Och, Suppoſe an honeſt and 
credicable Virgin, have with her 
Parents conſent married a youn 
pan {utablecs ber condigiop;ltf at- 
tec the marcjage has bin lolemni- 
zed with all the rires & Ceremo- 
nies thereto belonging,a roy ſhall 
take that young man inthe Head, 
to become a Fryat; aſter that he is 
received into the religious frater- 
nity, Bod has made proiefhon 
thergot, the Pope will difſolve the 
laid M:rciages fo that it ſhall be 

lawiu' 
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Jawſal for the faid Virginto rare 


ry another man, provided chores 


have been no carnal conjunction 
berween them, 


M-ſcb. Burt in this caſe which. 
you ivppvie, It 15 nor the: Pope, 
but Chrilt chat trultrates rhe Mar- 


a ge. 


Och, How Ipray you? 


Meſch, Know ye not that 
Chrilt being ar- the wedtin,;, did 
make void the Marriage oi the 


Evangeliſt John, who was the 


Bridegroome ** becauſe he rook 
up a reto'urion ro follow Chrilt, 
So alſo,the ſame Chritt undoesthe 
matrimony of fach as have reſol: 
ved to fo. low him; andto become 
Monks and Fryars, | 


Och. 1 for my part nerer kneny; 
that Job» the Evangelift was the 
Bridegroome at that marriage 
where Chrilt was a £ue'!:- florcan 
I deyiſe how you came to the 
know- 
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knowledge of ſuch a ſecret. Nay 


verily, - 1 cannot tell how you 
ſhould know o much, as thatthe 
forelaid Marriage was difloived, 
and that by Chrutt, 1 have thought 
char Chrilt was preſent at thar 
marriage, notvo diflolve, bur 2p» 
proce of holy Matrimony, Nat 
do 1 be 1eve,rhat to (ollow Chri:t, 
it is neceſſary ro become a Monk 
or Friar : rather, I know tor cer» 


tairy, a man may be an Hul- 
band and an-Apoltile, as Peter was, 
and chat Marriage is not m 


nant'to perſeX Faich, Hope, and 
| Chany. 


Meſch, Marriage is ſuch a band 
as couples and binds men and wo- 
men rogerther.{o long as chey live: 
and therefore rhe one party being 
dead, - the band is looted, fo thar 
the party __ ing, is free and un- 
retrained from marrying again | 
with any other, as Paul writes, Ne To 
If therefore natural death diſſolve 
Matrimony, we are douybr'eſſ- ro 
think, that it-is gauch more _ 
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ved by ſpiricual death. And be- 
caule he that becomes a Afork, or 
Fryer, as (piticually dead unco che 
World, we wult needs confels, 
that the marriage of ſuch an one 
1s ciſtolved, and that the woman 
1s free; neither is che marriage 


diffolyed by man, but by death, 


Och, They likewiſe that are bap- 
4ized, are dead rorhe World, yea, 
avd buried with Chrilt , and yer 
their Matrciage 18 D&t diflolved: 
becauſe two perions ga y be mar- 
ried together, the one of yhich 
is dead co the World, arg alive to 
God and yet their Marriage held 
good and tirm: yes, and tuppo- 
4ng boch che parucs be dead umeo 
the World, yec45 nottheir Marr 
age-fryitrate,. It Matremony were 
a thing 'naught; and” vicious, '1 
&obeldihen conte's , could not 
be praciiied by good Chriſtians, 
who ace dead yptoibeWerld. Buc 
Matriage is 3 thing io boly. that it 
23 not repugnancie Chyiliian per- 
keipy ;- end-che ſame man ey 
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be beth 1n the higheſt gegree ſpi- 
ricual; and a married man never- 
theleſs, Nor do 1 truly belteve, 
that merr are made dead to the 
World, and alive to Chriſt, by 
Monkery, more then by Chriſtia- 
niry, Bur to return tothe point 
in hand, where as you have alled- 
ged that laying of Chri , Which 
torbits men ro ſeperate whom 
God has joyned rogerher, vis, by 
Marriage. I aniwer, If che Wo- 
man bean Adultereſs, and chere- 
tore put away by her Husband, 
in 'nch a caſe, the Marriage 1s nor 
diſſolved by man, but by God; 
who p'ca{ure it is,that for Adul- .. 
tery , it ſhould be diſſolved, And 
therefore, as inevery lawtfnl Mar- 
nage, God is he that joynes us 10- 

ether'; ſo , whereever Marriage 
15 lawfully diſſolved , God 1s he 
that diflolves the ſame. 

And again, When Marriages 
are un)awtul, the Devil is the ma» 
ker, and joyner of them ; and he 
it is thar difſolves them, when 
they are diflolyed without jult 
cauſe 
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cauſe, Add hereunro, that ſeeing 
by marriage, of1wo.one fleſh is 
made; ifenher-ot them commirs 
Adulcery, that party breaking 
his or her plighted-faith, by joyn- 
mg him or her ſalf unto another, 
and diſjoyning him- or her (elf, 
trom his or her reſpe&ive Wile 
er Husband, diſlolves the Marri- 


age. ' And therefore, if the Wite: 
have committed Adultery , and- 


forthat cauſe her Husband mar- 
ries another: in luch caſe the mar- 
riage is not diſſoi ved by the man, 
though he marry another; but by 
the woman, who by her Adulre- 
ry, hasdilannulled che marriage. 
Therefore Chrilt,when he forbids 
Man to ſeperate, whom God has 
joynedroge:her:he does not only 
declare, that” a-man ovght not 
without juſt cauic, to-pur away 
his wife; but alſo, that neichec 
of rhe parties ſhould commir A- 
daltery, becauſe he or ſhe that 
commits adulrery. does for his, or 
her pare; diſſolvechemartiage. 


Mef. 
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Aeſ. Bur you do not under- 
tand the mind of Chriſt, when he 
denies that a man ought to pur a- 
way his wife,fave for adultery.For 
his intent is not, that a man b 
his waves adultery, becomes (o 
free , that he may marry another 
woman : his me:ning being only 
this, that a man inregard of his 
wives adultery, may be ſo ſepera- 
red from her, as to deny her con- 
jugal benevolence; rhe holy band 
of matrimony, remaining neyer- 
theleſs entire berwixt them, 


Och, When the Jewes divor- 
ced their wires, the matrimony 
was diſſolved , ſo that nor only 
they which divorced them, mighr 
marry other women; bur the di- 
vorced wives might likewiſe be 
married to orher Husbands, O- 


23 


therwiſe it had bin nzedleſs for * © 


Godby Moſer.to forbid Prietts to 
marry women that had bin di- 
vorced, incaſe ſuch women had 
not bin allowed to marry;and yer 
God by Moſes, forbad the Prieits 

ro 


Lev, 21. 
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ra marry women that had hin di 
Mat,s, vorced from their Husbands, 
9, Chriſt therefore Spcaks aſter this 
manner, Ir has bin ſaid, viz, by 
Dent 24, AMeſes, wholoever will put away 
his wite, lerhim give. her a Bill of 
Divorce : namely, to the intent, 
the Husband may not marry he: 
avain ; and that he may be free, 
and in a cxpacityto marry to ann” 
ther man ; and that marriage ol 
hers may become firm anditable. 
Bur 1, ayes Chcilt , ſpeaking after 
another manner, do tell y Ou, 
whoſgever does put away his wiſe 
(that isrq ſay, as theJewes were 
wont 10 put awaytheirs,who har 
Ving given cherp a Bill of divorce, 
were freed and inabled ro marry 
others) he is an adu'terer, There- 
fore, it is lawful for a man ro put 
away his wite,and marry anorher, 
only 1n caſe his wiſe be an Adul- 
rerels, Marriage may tbcrefore, 
according, to the  DoArine of 
Chriſt, be diſſolved for Adultery, 
in ſuch manner as the Jews were 
wont, for eicry caule to diſlolve 
"their 


A Dialcgueof Divorce, 


their Marriages, pot onlyſo, as 
that they ſhould not have to do 
one with another, in a conjugal 
way; but allo that each party 
ſhould be (o free, as they might 
marry with any other. Neither 
indeed, is it a true divorce, unleſs 
the Matrimony be difſolved:nei- 
ther were the Jews acquainted 
with any other king of diyorcing) 
or putting away of wives, ſaving 
that which did abrogare and nul- 
life rhe marriage, and of ſnuck a 
purting away, or divorcing. it was 
which Chrilt ſpake, which is ap» 
parent from theſe words by bim 
lubjoyned : If the Husband (ave 
in the caſe of his wives commir- 
ing Adultery )does pur her away, 
nd marry another , he commits 
adultery, Therefore if he pur a- 
away lus wife for adultery, and 
marry another, he does not, in lo 
doing , commit adultery, VVe 
mult therefore from the words of 
Chriſt, be forced to confeſs, that 
the marriage is made void, by the 
wives adultery; ſeeing it is in = 
caſe 


"y 


Mat. 19. 
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caſe lawful for a man to marry 
another, And that you may clear- 
ly fee, chat Chrilt there ſpeaks, 
only of ſuch a divorce , as dilan- 
nuls the marriage , do but confi 
der, how the Phariles rempring 
him, and asking him, if tor every 
cauſe a man may put away, or di- 
vorce his wife, viz. in ſuch wi'e as 
the Jews did , by diſſolving the 
matrimonial Contra ; he an- 
ſwers them, rhax it is not lawful, 
fave for adultery, Marriage is 
therefore difſolved by adultery, o- 
therwiſe the apſwer ofChrilt were 
impertinenr, Nor ſhall Iftand to 
ſay, that if Chriſt by the terme of 
divorcing,or putting away,had in» 
rended only an abltinence from 
conjugal embracements, io as 


'that the marriage was neverthe- 


leſs ro continue firm, that Excep- 
tion had contained in it matter of 
untruchs : for it 18 all one, as it he 
had (aid, a man may divorce his 
wiſe onely for adultery, Now, 
that it ſhould be unlawful for a 
man (OL pur away bis wite,as 10 

ab- 
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ſain from her bed, fave incaſe of 
- | adultery+is talſe: for it isclear, a 
« | man may lawfully do that for ma- 
\- | Ny caules, 


f Me. Let us ſuppoſe, and take 
y ſor granced, that Chritt by the 
i» | cermes of putting away and di- 
's | vorce, did intend the x Gros Hat 
e | and diflolution of marriage, yer 
+- | ſhall you neverbe able ro make ic 
1, | appear, that a man by realon of 
is | his wives adultery, may marry ' 
» | another: the caule whereof 1s 
| this. The (peech of Chriſt has two 
o | members, each of which is crue, 
of | and the firſt member is this:who- 
14+ | ſoever puts away his wite ſave tor 
n | adulrery.he makes her commir a- 
's | dvlrery, that is, gives her occalion 
- | of fo Joi , becauſe he purs hec 
»- | away, noc beingan Adulter's.For 
of # it he ſhould pur her away, being 
e | an Adulcere's, heſhould nor give 
is | her occaſion of adulterating, be- 
1, | cauſe ſhe wasadulgerared before, 
a The other member is likewiſe 
o | ue, being rightly inverted, 
thac 
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that is to ſay, without any excep” 
tion, V.%, aſter this mannec* 
who'oerer marries her chat is pur 
away (v.z, onjultly) commacs 
Adultery, You lee how che truth 
of Chrut his Speech Rands firm; 
nor can we conclude from his 
words thus underitood,, That 
Marriage is abrogated and nulli- 
fied by Adultery, 


Och, According to your opi- 
nion cherefore, Chrilt intimares, 
That if any man puts away his 
wie, not being an Adulcteſle, he 
gives her occafion to commir 
Adultery, unlefle ſhe were 2du're- 
rated before, For, in tuch a caie; 
ſecing ſhe is already adniterated, 
ſhe cannot be made an Adairrel:, 
Now itthis be the mind of Chriſt, 
Whar great matter has he cavoght 
ns? For who knows not, Thar he 
which purs away his rite, being 
a'ready an Adulcrefle, Coes not 
2tve her occahon to commir her 
hr Adultery, becaule the ſame 
has bin alrcady by her amy" 

re 
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ted £ Icleems you have fo low 
an opinion of Chrilt, as ro believe 


that be (ſhould utter lo frivolous a. 


ſpeech. Though an Husband, di- 
vorcing his adn'cerous wite, does 
not give her occaſion to commit. 
her firit Adulcery ; yet, queliion- 
lefle, itic be unlawtul for him to 


pur her away for Adu'tery, and it * 


the marriage be not. chereby 
difſolv:d', h: chat purs her 
away, £1ves her occaſion fo com- 
mic new adulteries; from which 
toterrifie us,Chrilt would doubt- 
leſs have laid, That ſhe ought not 


to be put away for any cauie, no, 
not though ſhe ſhould have com- 
micced Adulcery: for as much as, 
even thereby, the pariCg could 


not be diſſolved. It is therefore 
clear, thar, a3 co the firlt member 
ofthe (peech, this 1s the mindof 
Chrift; Ian husband put away 
bis wite, only becauſe ſhe 1s an 
Adu'rreſſe. he gives her no occa- 
fion to coamir Adultery, becaale 
that ſhe marrying apon theſe 
rearms, the former marriage be- 

ing 
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ins diſſolved, does not. cormmic 
Adultery, bur becomes the law- 
fl wife of her latter husband ; 
the matriage which ſhe had mace 
with her former husband, being 
by her adultery diflolved, Cer- 
rin likewiſe 1t 1s, that thoſe 
words of exception uled by 
Chrilt, are likewiſe to be accom» 
mod-red to the ſecond member 
ot the ipeech,'ſo that the ſenſe of 
Chrilt 1n that member may be 
chis; rhar if any man matry her 
that is put away, he commits 
Adulrery, unlefſe ſhe were pur 
away for Adultery, And that this 
is che incene of Chriſt, 1s app1- 
rent, not only from the tenor of 
his words, bur alſo mach more 
from what he fajes in another 
place, exp'aining-the ſaid words, 
Whoſcever, quorh he, puts away his 
Aatt,n 9 Wife, ſave for Adwitery, and mar- 
ries anothey , tommits «Adultery, 
And (o does he thar- marries her 
that is put away, Here it is ma- 
nifeltly apparent, chat the excep- 
tion 15 to be accommodated to 
each 
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each member of the ſpeech, and 
that che meaning thereof is this, 
That he {ins not, who having di- 
vorced his wite for Adalcery mar- 
ries another: and rhat he likewile 
does not fin,who marries her chac 
has been divorced, or put away 
for Adultery, 


37” 


Meſch, Will you make Chritt 
to conradict Pal, who thus 1 Cor, 7, 
ſpeaks ; Unto the married I com- 
mand, yet not I, bur the Lord, 
Let not the wife depart from her 
hasband ; bur it ſhe depart, ler 
her remain unmarried, or be re- 
conciled to her husband ; And 
then without any manner ot ex- 
ception, he adds this following 
ſpeech, And ler not the backend 

ur away his wife. Andtherefore 
it is unlawful for a man to Di- 
vorce his wite for Adultery; 


Och, Doyou believe, that it is 
Pauls meaning, that it 1s not law- 
ful for a man upon any occaſion 

G what- 
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whatſoever, to put away his wife 
and marty another, no not for 
Adukery ? 


Meſch, 1 believe it, 


Och, Bur I have ſheyn already, 
That the ſentence and judgment 
of Chriſt is, That a man may laws 
fully pat away his wife for Adal- 
rery and marry another, How 
can it therefore be, that Pal 
ſhould faithfully declare the Com- 
mands of Chri't, as he faies of 
himf{c]f thar he vid, it his mind 
was, to (peak contrary to what 
had been ſaid by Chrift, viz. That 
a man ought not tro Dirorce his 
wife, no not for Adaltery? 
For, if this be his ſenſe, Terrain|y 
Pasl was no faithful M-ſenger of 
Chrit, And therefore, if we will 
grant, That Pal faithfully deli 
vered the mind of Chritt, we mult 
conteſſe , that by him pe Chad 
was excepred as well as by Chriſt, 
alchonghy Paul did not in words 


exprelic 
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expreſle ſo'much.- Fot this cauſe, 
Ambrsſe conceiced, that in the 
words of Pax! the exception of 
adulrery mult be underitood, lelt 
Paz! (hould be contraty ro Chri'?, 
Add hereunto, That iceing Paul 
in this place, exhorts ro reconci- 
lation ; it is clear, that he ſpeaks 
not of Adultery, but of other 
{maller injuries, for which/the 
Greeks were wont to make .Di- 
vorce, and which mighc ealily be 
reconciled; for which kind of in- 
jaries, Paw! would not by avy 
means have married peopie ita 
Diyorce., It may likewile be ſaid, 
That although the mind of Chrilt, 
is, That he who purs away his 
wife that has commurted aduirery, 
and marries another , 15 not an 
Aduirerer, becan'e in-{uch a c2le, 
the ſecond Matrimony is good 
and yalid,'as che fart was ; yer he 
did nor chtink ic was lwaies 
nightly done, and char Hasbands 
of Adulterous wiyes , ought al- 


waics to Divorce them and mar- 
G 2 ry 
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ry others, Bur rather that it may 
tomerimes {o happen, that the 
wife being an Adultereſs, her hus- 
band may nevertheleſle tin , ifhe 
put her away and cake another, 
For in caſe a Wife have commit- 
ced adultery, and the Husband be 
ſo mindel, as. to judye thar ic 
makes more for the Glory of 
God, nor to put her away and 
ro take anocher, than the contra- 
ry ; ſuppoſing it probablez That 
it he take che Adulrereſs again,ſhe 
will be reclaimed ; bur it he par 
her quite away, (ſhe will grow 
worle : he ought not ro Divorce 
her; andif he marry another, he 
fins : not becaule the ſecond is 
no true marriage, bac becauſe in 
refuſing and divoreing her, and 
marrying another, be harh ſinned 
againſt Charity and his own Con- 
ſcience, And becaule 'cis likely, 
that many times 'ris rhe beſt way, 
n't to Divorce them, Pas! gave 
oraer in the name of Chriſt, That 
they ſhould nor be divorced, al- 

| though | 
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though they did commir adultery, 
incaile the husbands believe, thar 
ir wil make more for the Glory 
of God not to Divorce them, 
Bur if the husbayd judge, Thar 
in caſe he be reconciled ro-her, 
borh ſhe and other wives, by her 
example, will become more inſo- 
lent and depraved, to the grear 
diſhonour of God; he ouvhr to 
pur her away by Divorce, 


Meſch. Pawl in another place 
faies, Thar the wite is bound to 
her husband by the Law ſo long as 
he lives, ſorhar if ſhe marry ano- 
ther man, ſhe becomes an Adul- 
rereſſe : which holds nor, he be+ 
ing dead ; for then, being freed by 
tre death of her husband, ſhe is 
by the Law allowed ro marry a- 
nother, And therefore a Wite 
cannot (© long as her Husband 
lives, any waies be freed from the 
band of Matrimony, and marry 
another, 


G 2 Och, 
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Och. They which hold it lawful 
for a man, becaule of -his wives 
adultery, ro marry another, do 
not 1 bereforethinkat lawful for a 
woman by reaſon of her husbands 
adulcery,co marry another man, 
I may therefore grant- you that 
which Pax! wrines, viz, Thar itis 
in no wile lawful forthe wife du- 
ring her husbands life, ro marry 
another, though- her husband be 
an Adulterer, But it does nor 
therefore follow,that the husband 
cannot Divorce his adulterous 
wife, and marry another, And 
therefore, though the husband 
has power to put away his wiſe, 
ha: ivg playedthe Aduireref, yer 
has not the woman the {ame 
power, to Divorce her hu-band, 
zn calc he prove an Adalcerer,and 
marry another man, 


Meſch. Bur what arguments 
do thole mer> bring, to maintain 
this their opinion? 


Och, 
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Oc, The very words of Chriſt, 
who laies expreſly, That it is law- 
ful for a man co put away his wite 


for adultery : bur that it ſhould , 


be lawful for a. woman to pur 
away or refuſe her husband tor 


37 


adulrery, he has not ſaid, Nei- _ 


ther did ever Moſe. (peak ſo much 
as one word of the divorcing of 
men. They add alſo this Argu- 
ment, becan'e the husband 1s 
Head of his wife, and has autho- 
riry over her, he may upon the 
occahion atforeiaid, pur her away : 
which the wife cannot do tothe 
husband, as having no ſuch autho- 
rity. 


Me ſeb. 1f Marrizge be difſol- 
ved by adnlcery, io that of two, 


there is no longer one fleſh made,, 


as there was by Matrimony; lec- 
ing the husbands adulrery is as 
much adultery, as the wires, I 
admire tbat Matriage is abroga-» 
red and diſſolved by the womans 
adulrery, and nor by the mans 
ukewale, 
G4 


A Dialogue of Divorce, »*: 


Och, Maariace is not ſo diffol- 
red by adultery, that as ſoon as 
the adultery is committed, the 
band of Matrimony is looſed and 
broken a ſunder ; 1!o that, neither 
the woman is any longer his tre 
wife, nor the man her rrue hus- 
band. For, ſuppohng thecaſeto 
be lo, it were neceſſary that they 
ſhould be married again, to the 
end they might enjoy one ano- 
ther in a conjugal way, withont 
fin, And rherelore the Marriage 
is not diſſolved by the AR of 
Aduirery ; but by rhe womans 
Adultery it comes to paſſe, that 
the Man has power to Divorce 
her, and ſhe being dirorced, the 
Matrimony 1s difiolved , which 
does not (o come to paſle by the 
mans Adultery : for as mnch as 
the wife does not thereby acquire 
any power to pot away her hu's 
_ or Divorce her lelf from 

Im, 


Mefch. 
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Meſch, Nay, bur a wife may 
alſo pur away her husband if he be 
an Adulterer; although neither 
Chriff nor Moſes have expefied 
ſo much, nor the Jewes eves 
praciiied the ſame, 


Och. 1 will giveyou another aty» 
{wer to the words of Pawl,and ſay, 
Thar it is not neceſſary that Simi- 
hrudes & Comparitons ſhould in 
all-poines agree ; bur ir 1s enough 
x eh:y agree in that particular 
for which they ate broughre, As 
when Chriſt (ates ro his Apcttles, 
I am the Vn, ye are the Branches , 
his meaning, is by that fimilicuce 
ro declare, That as the Vine-bran- 
ches cannor bear fruic wichour 
the Vine, neiches can they with- 
our Ch:iſt ; and it in that pcinc 
the hmitirnde ho'd. it is enough, 
Bur he does nor .ikewile intimate 
this, Thar as the branches of che 
Vine bear fruir on!y once a year : 
ſo they (hould bring torth rhe 
fruits of righreouſn-ſ'e only once 
G5 & 
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a year, So Paw in the place he- 
fore alledeed wou d declare to 
the Jewe: converted. ro Chiu, 
That they were not now under. 
the Lay, \ecing by Chril: the car» 
nal m n was killed -inthem, who 
{liood 1n need of the Law; and 
brinzs-rhg Exainple of a womany 
who may lawfally. marry againe, 
her husband being "as It 1s 
therefore (ufficient, if in this par- 
ticulac che compariion hold (as it 
doth) Thatas by the ccath of 
her husband , a wite is freed from 
the Law of Morriage, lo that ſhe 
may be marricd ro another man ; 
even (o we, by the death of the 
carnal man. are made free from 
the Law of Moſes; ſeeing that 
we now operate, not by. com- 
mand of the. Law. bur by impulſe 
o! theSr irit,andare vo loryer uns 
der the Law,but under Grace, Yet 
1s it rot unlawtul. therefore tor 
a wi'e to matTy again, her former 
husband being yer ali,c, incalec 
ſhe be by him divorced, 

Meſch, 
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AM. ch. And yet Paul ſaies, 
While 1:e lives ſhe cannot marry 
another, wichour- being thereby 
an Adalterels, 


Och, I anſwer, In that places 


the ſaying of Pax! rvns thus ;- 1: 


fpzak to fuch as-know, the Law, 
v'z, the Jewes that ace already 
baprized, who know the Law al- 
lows a man to put away his wite, 
by giving her a Bill of Di-orce : 
by which means (he being treed 
may marry another man, This 
cheretore wasthe mind -of Pay!, 
thac ſhe might not marry another 
during her husbands lite, unleſle 
ſhe be firſt di;orced fron him; 
and therefore daring her husbands 
hite, it 1s not in he: power to mar- 
ry, thongh ſhe be an 2dulrreſle, 
becaue the power ot divorcing 
1s not 1n her, bur in her h15hang, 
And 1 am ot the lame opinion, 
touching what the lame Paul 


write: in another 5' "ce. The wie rt Cor, 7,. 


(quota he) is bouud by the L1w 
as 
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35 long as her husband liverh, 
that is to ſay, ſhe cannot marry 
to another, unleſle her hirsband 
por her away for Adultery, Bur 
if her husband dye, ſhe :s treed 
from that Law. 


Meſch, As God allowed the 
Jews by reaſon of their imper- 
te&tion, andco give a little way 
tothe hardne's ot their hearts, ro 
Divorce their wives when they 
pleaſed; ſo we mult needs con- 
teſſe, that he has denied this liber- 
ty to Chrilitans, becauſe rhey aze 
 perſeR, 


Och, This indeed is manifeſt; 
Unleſſe fin had been in the world, 
there would never have been any 
Divrcr:e: ard unte Chritians, 
who ought ro be [perfe&t, Di- 
yorce may be in ſuch a ſenſe ſaid 
to be forbidden, in as much as 
_ is forbidden, Bur if a 
woran be an Adulrterel(s,her hus» 
band is allowed to pur ber away, 
and 
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and ro marry another, Even as, if 
there -had never been any hn, 
Parents would never have caft off, 
or renoanced and difinherited 
therr children; and Chriltians, as 
choſe char ſhould be perfeR; are ſo 
far farbidden to. renounce theit 
children, for as much as thvſe cau» 
ſes are forbidden, for which they 
may jultly renounce chem : Burif 
children be ſuch, that their Pa- 
Parerrs may jultly renounce 
them, it 1s allowed ro Parents, 
borh to renounce them, and to 
adopt others in their ltead, 


Meſch, As the Jewes offended, 
in divorcing their wires? fo do 
alſo the Chriltians, and indeed 
much more. ' 


Och, V4 at »ny time the Jewes 
did Divorce them upon a jult 
ground, they ſinned nor; no 
more dothe Chiilitans, 
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Aleſch, There can be no- juſt 
caule of Divorce, by realon of 
thole mighty inconveniences 
which follow the lame, 


Och, Chrnlt, it ſeems, was nor 
aware. Ot thole {o great incon-e- 
nicnces, which Divorce, as you 
lay, brings along with it : or you 
are more careful to preſerve lan» 
Qity then Chriit was.. If Di- 
yorce drew {o many inconvenien- 
ces airer it as you lay, we ought 
ro confeflſe, thar Chriſt did all 
who allowed-a man to praztiſe it, 
by reaſon of his wives adultery, 


Meſch, 1f Chritt did permie 
it, he permitted ir only as an evil) 
thing, 


Och, . That he permitted ir to - 
a man, in caſe of his wives adulces 
ry. is apparent out of his words, 
which we have former'y heard, 
Bute whether he did well or ill 
in permitting the ſame, that is a 
thingy 


of Di aÞgue o” Divorce, 
thing, truly, which 1 wovld le:zrn 
of you, Nor do Itake you to be 


ſo thame'e's as tO lay, that he did 
not well 10 permuttinz the lame, 


- Meſch. He did well to permic 
it, 


Och, It he did wellto permit 


it for adultery, it- follows, That 
they do not well, andare contra» 
ry to Chrilt, who deny the lame, 
thevgh a.mans wite be an Adul- 
trels. 


AMeſch, They do it to a good 
in! ent, that thole inconveniences 


may be avoided, which are wone { 


to ſpring from Divorces, 


Och, lt greater inconveniences 


ariie from the allowance, then - 


from the forbidding of Divorce, 
Chrilt did ill co permit the lame: 
and they have done-well that have 
torbidden ic. Bur becauſe it were 


wickedneſs to lay, That Chiiſt = 
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nilco permit it, we mult confeſſe, 
that chey have erred, that for- 
bad it, and rhat greater incon- 
veniences ariſe from denying, 
then from permicting the (ame, 
Therefore ut is rightly permicred 
by Chriſt ; ſeeing of ewoevils, it 
one mult be choſen, we ought to 
chooſe the lealt, Byry let us rake 
this courſe; do you reckon up the 
inconveniences, Which ariſe trom 
divorcing wives pr Adultery;and 
I will recount ſugh as ſpring from 
forbiduing ro Divorce « ther * 
which evils, being afterwards pur 
ito the ballance, one againſt 
another, we ſhall ſee which are 
the greater, 


Meſch, Iam content, Andin 
the ficit place s If it were lawful 
jor men ro pur away their wives 
for Adultery, lecivg the number 
of unchalt women 18 great, there 
woanld be 2 world of divorces, 
trom whence infinite inconveni- 
ences.vy ould arile, 

| Oe", 
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Och, In the firſt place, Ibelieve 
there are many chaft women; and 
if ſome prove unchaſt, Iam ſure 
| | there will be the fewer, if rhey 
| ſhall know rhey maybedivorced 
| | for adultery, and ſhall ſuffer che 
| | jn{t penalties thereof. Add here- 
unto, That 1 do not fay, that a 
man may put away his Wife for 
every (uſpition : no,not it he (ſhall 
ſee her play the Adulrereſſe,wigh 
his own cyes : burtonly\it he ſhalt 
convit hs of adultery, before 
Judges appointed ro hear ſuch 
caſes, Nor i the Husband in ſuch 
caſe bound to pur her away t nay, 
bur ic is lawful for him not only 
not to put her away in ſuch a caſe, 
but to be reconciled to her. Yea, ' 
and he is bound to do ir, if for 
ſome cauſe ( which may forne- 
times happen) he ſhall tore-ſee, 
that it will be more forthe Glory 
of God, tobe reconciled, I add 
this at'o, Alchongh the woman 
be convicted of adnltery, yer is it 
pot lawful for che man ro ae wn 

er, 
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her, andto marry another, withs 
out the Magilirares conient, who 
may (omerimes derermine, that 
he Hall not Divorce hers as it, for 
example ſake, he fears leſt it he 
ſhould Divorce her, the womans 
Parents ſhould raiſe great tu- 
mulrs, and there ſhould be dan- 
ger of much blood-ſhed. And 
-rherefore, there would nor be in 
this ca'e ſo many Divorces, as you 
have intimated. 


 Meſeh, It the Magiſtrare in 
fuch a Cale as you have propoun- 
ded, wou'd nor ſuffer = to be 
divorced by her Husband, he 
ſhould then, according to your 
judgement, go contrary to Chrilt : 
and therefore the Husband ought 
nor to obey him, 


Och,. Nay, but he onght : for 
he ſhould not go- contrary .to 
Chri'', For Chrilt does not com- 
wand, that a man ſhowld put away 
tus wiſe for adultery : he only 
grants 
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grants that he may do it, And 
the man ought doubtleſſe. to. Di- 
vorce her, it chat ſhall rend more 
to the Glory of God, Bur if 
to" Divorce be more diſhonon- 
rable to God, then not ro Di- 
vorce, as it isin that Caſe by me 
propounded, he oug*r nor to 
Divorce her. The Magittrate 
therefore, is nqq therein contrary 
ro Chiilt, but agrees with him ; 
and the Husband ought to obey 
him, and not to Divorce her : be-+ 
cauſe Chriſt would have offen+ 
ces, and the diſhonour of God, 
avoided, 


Aeſch, Parthe caſe, thar it is 
no diſhonour to God to Nivrorce 
her, and the busband beliere as 
much : but the Magiſtrare refuſes, 
for ſome hnmane conſideration, 
having no regard ro God : Whar 
ſhall the poor Husband do 1n thus 
caſe? 
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Och, Not Divorce her. 


Meſch. Burt what if he ſhall, 
contrary to the mind of the Magi- 
ſtrate, Divorce her and marry 
another ? 


Och, He ſhall Gn that marries 
another , and deſerves to be pus 
niſbed, 


Meſch. Suppoſe he cannot 
contain, Whar ſhall he chen do ? 


Och. Pray to God to give him 
che gitt. of continency, 


Meſch, Whar if God fhall nor 
grant his requelt ? 


Och. There are divers Reme- 


dies, In che firſt place, ler him be 
reconciledto his wif., 


Meſch, What ifſhe be afraid 
© have 0 do with him again? 


. Och, 


* 
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Och. Ler him relate the whole 
buſineſſe ro rhe Magiſtrate, and 


make ir appear,that he wants the 
gift of Continence, 


 Meſeb. Whar it che Magiſtrate 
will allow him no remedy? 


Och, Ler him marry another 
with all poſſible ſecrecy ; and, if 
x, happen to come to light,” yer 
can he not juſtly be punilbed, 
Burzir were berter for him, co go 


inco ſome other” jurisdiation, 


where he might be allowed to 
marry another openly, je 

Meſch, Tt Husbands oughr to 
obey the Magiſtrate, in nor put- 
ting away their Waves, th he 
unjuſtly torbid chem, Why ought 
they not to obey che Pope, who 
would have them pur away for no 
cauſe, no nor for adfilrery ; not- 
wichitanding chat Precept of his 
be unjult? 


Och, 
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_ .Och, In ſuch a caſe as Ipro- 
ounded, the Magiltrate ought to 
3 obeyed, and not th: Pope; 
and that for this Reaſon, The aus 
thority which Magiltrates have, 
is not- conraty to Chriſt, but a+ 
oreeable ro the will of God: 
and therefore they ought not by 
tefraRKorineſſe ro be contemned, 
bur to be honoured by Obedi- 
ence. Bur the authority ot che 
Pope, is point blank contrary to 
the Auchoricy of Chriſt; & oughe 
therefore to be contemned and 
oppoſed, And, that chis is ſo, 
I thus demonitrate, The godly 
end Chriltian Magiſtrate, has a 
power of taking cognizance, whe- 
ther women accu.ed of adultery, 
are indeed and 1incruth Adulcere(- 
les, or not, And, in cale they 
ſhall be lawfully conviR of adul- 
rery, they have the power of 
judging, by fandry circumſtances, 
whether it is belt they ſhould be 
divorced, or not, And, in caſe 
cacy may ſometimes erre 1n theic 
Judge- 


Ls FS SAP YV 


A Dialogue if Divorce, 


Judgement, their authoricy is 
not therefore contrary ro Chrif, 
as the Popes is; for their bufineſs 
is not to hinder all Divorces, bur 
providently ro conſider, when 
they may be allowed. or not al- 
loweil; being well affured, that 
it_may vfren to fall out, that 
they may be layſul and fitting, 
Bur the Popes work is, to proht- 
bit all Divorces, as if ro Divorce 
were never lawful, contrary to 
the Doctrine of Chriſt, who 
raught, That a Wife -may lawtnl- 
ly be divorced tor adulrery ; Ir is 
therefore hc in this caſe, to con- 
temn the authoriry of the Pope, 
as pernicions = contrary to 
Chritt : and on the other hide; to 
honour the authoriry of Magt- 
frares, and ob-y.che ſame, as be- 
ing uſcful in ir ſelf, and agreeable 
to the mind of Chriſt, —_ 
they may {omerimes abuſe the 


Gme. Butrorerury to our mar- 
rer in hand, Doyou go onto de- 
clare the inconveniences which 
altered Divorce, 


Meſch, 
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Meſch. When women are not 
pleaſed wich their Husbands,they 
will commit adulteries that their 
Husbands may Divorce them, 
to the End, that being 4t their 
own dilpole they may at plealure 
marry to other Men, 


Och, Bur this would very ſel- 
dom happen : In the fict place, 
becauſe 4 ww would underitand, 
chat poſſibly they might nor be 
Givorced, though they ſhou'!d 
prove Adulcereſles: Again,becauſe 
alchough they were divorced, be- 
ing made infamous, hardly any 
men would marry them. Add 
hereunto, Thar it juſt Lawes were 
in force, they ſhould be pur co 
death, or be at leaſt ſo puniſhed, as 
it would be impoſlible for chem Ic 
ro matrry, 


FOOD oO”.  . 


Meſch, Tf a Man might pur 

away his Wife for adultery, and F 
matrcy another, his marrying ano- 
cher wife would ſhew, that he di- F 
yorced 
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vorced the former, not fo mach 
becauſe offended wich ber adulce> 
rys 48 becauſe he was allured by 
love of che ſecond, | 

| Ocbinus, | 


Holy men can do zorhin 
ſo uprighely » bus chat wic | 
may at leaſt calumniate 
theic incenciogs ; yer ought they | 
» to perkiſt in that | 
which-. is right, If Divorce 
ſhould be exerciſed for adultery, | 
according to Gods word, when \ | 


ever it were done, ep of = \ | 
: Magikrate , jt wou VE Occatt- | 
pn.of offence ro no:Man, And, | 
o be x —_—_y _ 

d.. perſon h Di- 
orce., take > | none 
was given; it were pot therefore 
af ro compel the innocent Hul- 
and , to hold ſociety wich © 
icked a Woman, to his great 
Trace and infamy, as in ſuch 
caſe would =; of to live 


"_ 
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their Husbands in ſach caſes: 
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ſingle all bis life afrer , whether 
he were endued with the gift of 
Continence or not; But, go to; 
conſider with your ſelf , how ma- 
py inconveniences have hither- 
ro ariſen upoh this ground, viz, 
becaiiſe ic has been wholly tor- 
bidden to Divorce for Adultery, 
In the firit place, Many men have 
killed cheir Wives whom they 
have taken - in Adultery, that 
they mighr free themſelves from 
ſo ſhameleſſe a companion, and] 
have by that means liberry tro], 
marry - another :+ which they 
would .-nor "have done, it 
they might have 'been allowed 
to Divorce chem; Moreover; 
many Husbands, - offended by 
their Wives: Adultery , and loa-J. 
ching to-hold {ociery with them, 
have given them Poyſon privat- 
ly , or-hare run away from chem: 
and many times 'the Wires 
themſelves for fear of death , havef - 
abſtained from the fociery «| | 


and 
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and wanting peradventure the 
vicene - of -Cobrinency , ' have 
commuted innumerable crimes: 
which they had not done, if be» 
ing made each of them free by 
Divorce, they might have joy- 
ned themſelves to 'fome other 
in Marriage, And theſe were 


he ſruits of {Sir reverence ) 


thoſe holy InterdiQiqns' of the 
Pope, forbidding Dirorce for 
Adultery , - and Licenſe to the 
divorced co marry again, 


' of 2 . R y «i - 


As Chriſt licks cloſe to his 
Church, and cannot be ſepara- 
ted from her being his Spouſe : 
$0, a-man ought to, cleave unto 
his, Wite » withour any pollibi- 
licy of ſeparation, 


Ochinsr, 


. ., Nay rather, As Chriſt divorced 
the Jewiſh Comman-wealth, be- 


H 2 caule 


— 
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canſe ſhe brake her Covenanc 
with hin, and-bad played che 

or with Lovers: So: 
an may Diverce his Adultereſ 
_ Wite, and marry another, 


Moſc hinws, * 


Ne man matrics a Wiſe roDiz 
'vorce her, 


Ochinns 


aethe dow agg gon ny. 
rerefle, 


Meſth, 


But M1 men know), when they 
marry Wires, that rhey carmor 
Divorce then — they 
ſhould prove Adultereſles : and 
they marry "then with ſuch- 2 
'wipd as not to Divorce chem: 
"'Whence ir follows, That it1s not 
Uinfol for thei ro Divorce then, | 
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Ochinns, 


' , String 3s je-falſe. Thee they. 
Satin i je ale, Thos he 


divorced for Adalre+ 
, and that which 1s falſe cannoe 
be known, i follows, That Men 


heh they marry, d6 not know: 


chat their Wives may ih ng caſe 
be. divorced:. 'They had in- 
deed ſuch a falſe perſwaſion : bur 
their Error being removed, ghey 
may livwully, and honeftly. Di- 
yorce ther , rhough; through er- 
roneods perſaon, they promi- 
ſed thecontrary; | © 


Miſchinus, 


- You Leah eres reckon is all 
the .cayles, tot which Divorce 
ought £6 be mie : wy there- 
fore it is better. wholly to for- 
bid it. . * 


" #4. 


'K''3 Orh- 


\ 
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Truly you reaſon hoſt excel- 
tenitly ? juſt as if you ſhould (ay; 
You Frail neyer be able to reckon 
up all the Cauſes fot which men 
Shoki co be puniſhed : and rhere- 
fore *ris the bet way to forbid all 

uniſhmenr of wicked men. But 

» for my parr, in the firſtplace, 
00 affuredly kno from the wotds 
of Chriſt, That a Wite may be 
divorced for Aquieaty. I know 
likewife;, that Magiltrates may, 
and ought ro pit in execution 
theſe Divorces for Adultery, ſo 
oft as they ſce,it may make to the 
Glory of God, 1knoy alſo, that 
Divorce may be made for infide- 
lity , becaule Pawl has ſo ſaid, 


Meſchinns, 


You ſhall never make me be- 
lieve that, wlule I live, 


Ochj. 
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Ochmas, 


Sx 


Peradventure 1 may perſwade 
you neverthelefſe, Bur becauſe 
dinner time is already paſt, and I 
find my Romach crave refreſh- 
ment , you ſhall dine with me, 
Aiter dinner, we ſhall have time 
enough to conſider , Whether or | 
no, a Man may Divorce his Wite 
for Infideliy, | 


Afſſch, Content, 


